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DEFENCE 


LETTER to Dr LOBB, &c. 


X Lobb having publiſhed ſome notions 
I) in Phyſic, particularly with regard to 
evacuations, which he endeavours to 

make the ſtandard of all medical Practice; 
which he recommends to thoſe of his readers, 
who are to preſcribe for others, as the rule of 
their conduct, and to the reſt of his readers, 
(whoſe patients ſoever they may happen to be) as 
the meaſure of their compliance with the advice 
given them ; I apprehended ſuch notions might 
be of dangerous conſequence, ſo far as they are 
read and embraced, and therefore thought I 
might do ſome ſervice to the public, by 
taking notice of them, and cautioning his 
readers how they received and applied 
them, With this view I publiſhed in Sep- 
tember laſt, a Letter to Dr Lobb, concerning 
his Writings in Phyſic. Containing Remarks 
upon ſome of his peculiar notions, about Bleed- 
ing, Purging, Sc. With a Poſtſcript, on the 
157 B manner 
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manner of writing Caſes of particular Patients, 
To this letter the Doctor was 8 to reply 
about the end of March; and 1 have now un. 
dertaken to defend it, freely ſubmitting the de. 
ciſion of the controverſy to all able and impar. 
tial judges. The Doctor and I both profeſs the 
ſame intention in writing, namely, the good of 
mankind. I have told him my motives in his 
own words, both in the beginning, and at the 
concluſion of my letter: and I hope an anony- 
mous writer, who has ſtudiouſly endeavoured to 
conceal his name, cannot be ſuſpected of having 
any private views of his own to ſerve. But 
though we agree in deſign, we happen to differ 
conſiderably in our opinions, about the means 
to obtain it. The Doctor is afraid men ſhould 
be killed, or hurt, by bleeding and other evacu- 
ations. I allow that this may eaſily happen, 
under the direction of unfkilful and incautious 
perſons; but then, I am alſo afraid that men 
ſhould die, or ſuffer greatly, for want of eva- 
cuations. The Doctor inſiſts upon it, that 
bleeding, purging, Sc. are improper, unleſs the 
quantity of fluids is too great, that is, above the 
ſſtandard of Health. I ſay, that it is difficult to 
aſcertain this ſtandard, or to prove that any 
preciſe one is neceſſary to health; as alſo to 
judge, in many caſes, whether the quantity of 
fluids is equal to, or above, or below any ſup- 
poſed ſtandard of health; and likewiſe that it 
may be proper, and ſometimes neceſſary, to 

make evacuations, when there is no reaſon to 

think of any exceſs in the quantity of fluids. 
Who is molt in the right, the Doctor or I, is 
not for him or me, but for others to determine. 

The Doctor profeſſes to write for tbe igno- 
rant, and for the uſe of families: and his man- 
x ner 
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ner of writing ſeems calculated to influence and 
captivate ſuch readers. The number of his 
books; and the very important air with which 
they are written, muſt doubtleſs make him ap- 
pear, in their eyes, as a very conſiderable au- 
thor; eſpecially as he aſſures them, that his 
doctrines are of the greateſt conſequence ; that 
they are founded on facts, ſupported by reaſon, 
has confirmed by experience ; and likewiſe informs 
them, that ſome of his books have had the 
approbation of learned men, of Boerhaave, of 
Sir Hans Sloane, and of the Royal Society. 
And, to make the impreſſion on their minds 
et ſtronger, and confirm them the more in a 
lich opinion of his knowledge and ſkill in 
Phyſic, he is continually telling them how re- 
markably the divine bleſſing has attended his 
practice, and that he has met with à long and 
happy ſeries of ſucceſſes: he alſo lets them 
know, that he has prayed a great deal to be di- 
refed and aſſiſted in his ſtudies, and vouches for it, 
that his prayers have been anſwered; and, more- 
over, ſeems ſtrongly to infinuate, that he has 
even had ſecrets revealed to him from the God of 
beaven. | | 
To ſome of theſe readers it may ſeem a very 
bold undertaking, to write againſt ſuch an au- 
thor as this. But if they have common ſenſe, 
(which the Doctor ſuppoſes neceſſary to under- 
ſtand his writings) and are able ſo far to diveſt 
themſelves of prejudice, as to read my letter 
and this defence with attention, and can have 
leave from the Doctor to read them; I hope, 
at leaſt, they will be convinced, that it is not 
_ unreaſonable to examine ſuch extraordinary pre- 
tenſions as the Doctor's, and that they will not 
| B 2 | think 
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think me impertinent in propoſing cautions 
about ſome of his particular opinions. 

Thoſe indeed who think the Doctor's writings 
perfect, and that, by reading them, they them. 
ſelves have acquired right notions of diſeaſes, 
and of the means proper for the cure of them, 
and of the errors which ſhould be avoided, ſo ag 
to be able to know, when bleeding, vomiting, 
purging, ſweating, bliſtering, &c. ought, and 
ought not to be adviſed, and whether the advice 
given about theſe evacuations, by other practi- 
tioners, be right or wrong, and ought, or ought 
not to be complied with; (all which the Doctor 
propoſes to teach, even in a pamphlet) thoſe, 1 
ſay, will doubtleſs think it ſuperfluous and idle, 
to read any thing that I, or any body elſe, can 
write againſt the Doctor. And indeed it is evi- 
dent, that if theſe perſons have been made thus 
wiſe by the Doctor, at leaſt in the article of eva- 
cuations, they will have no occaſion to conſult 
either him, or any body elſe on that head. 
For, if they know when evacuations ought, and 

ought not to be adviſed, and in what quantity, 
what can the Doctor himſelf know more about 
them ? This important part of medical know- 
ledge being obtained, all the advice that ſuch 
readers of the Doctor's ſtand in need of, is 
about alterants and reſtoratives, thoſe two other 
claſſes of the Doctor's medical inſtruments. And 
if the Doctor ſhall think fit to publiſh one or 
two pamphlets, on theſe ſubjects, and can con- 
vey ſuch clear ideas of them, that his readers 
may be able to know, when, and in what man- 
ner, the ſeveral ſorts of theſe remedies are to be 
uſed with ſueceſs, according to the different 
morbid qualities of the fluids which want to be 
eorrefted, or according to the kind of fluid that 
15 


151 
is deficient, and to the degree of that deficiency; 
(which ſurely is as eaſy to do, as to ſhew, in all 
caſes, when the ſeveral evacuations ought, and 
bt not to be adviſed) then every attentive 
reader of the Doctor's may commence Phyſi- 
can to himſelf, or to his family and neighbours. 
And, as all people will, without queſtion, be- 
come his readers, there will be an end of the 
profeſſion of Phyſic, as a myſterious art, prac- 
tiſed by a particular ſet of men. The ſecrets 
being all laid open, and one ſtandard of practice 
being eſtabliſhed, every man's knowledge will 
be equal, who is capable of making himſelf 
maſter of the Doctor's rules. For my own 

rt, (I ſpeak it with great truth) I ſhall moſt 
reely reſign my ſhare of practice, for the ſake 
of ſo _ a good : and I doubt not but the 
reſt of my brethren will have the like humane 
diſpoſition. The Doctor himſelf will be abun- 
dantly provided for, as indeed he ought to be, 
ſince he will acquire riches enough by the ſale of 
his books: and, which is of much more value, 
he will be ſecure of immortal fame, as author 
of the ſtandard of univerſal practice, and Phy- 
ſician- General to the whole world. And ſurely 
he will enjoy all his honour and advantage with- 
out envy, as no reward can be too great for 
ſuch merit. | 

I propoſed, in my letter, only to take notice 
of ſome of the Doctor's more particular and 
remarkable notions, not to write an anſwer to 
all his numerous volumes. Therefore, the 
Doctor ſhould not conclude, (as he ſeems too 
ready to do, both in his controverſy with the 
authors of the Monthly Review, and with me) 
that all the reſt of his doctrine is right and un- 
exceptionable, which has been ſuffered to paſs 
OY. without 
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without any remarks. In that letter I was not 
confined to any method, being to make ſuch 
remarks as I thought proper, on any, or on all 
the Doctor's writings. Accordingly, in treat- 
ing any particular argument, I referred to one 
or more of the Doctor's books, where 1 found 
any thing to my purpoſe. But, as the Doctor 
has written his reply on a methodical plan, di- 
viding it into chapters as he thought fit, I ſhall 
follow him in that order he has been pleaſed to 
fix upon. | 100 

The firſt chapter then, after the introduction, 
is a defence of his pamphlet, called Medical 
Principles and Cautions: which chapter is again 
ſubdivided into other chapters, about ſome of 
the evacuations, mentioned in that pamphlet, 
which I had made remarks upon. 

This pamphlet, on medical principles and 
cautions, (which, though laſt publiſhed, the 
Doctor chooſes to put firft) is a favourite piece 
of the Doctor's, which he ſeems to be as fond 
of, as ſon.2 men are of a child of their old age. 
He ſpeaks of it-as of the utmoſt importance, 
wiſhes that all medical adviſers * would regulate 
their advices according to his principles and 
cautions ; ſays, that this would be. very happy for 
fick people, would be an effettual means of ſaving 
more lives, than the diſcovery of the longitude 
(if obtained) poſſibly could be: that thoſe who act 
contrary to them, do more or leſs injure © their pa- 
tients: that he hopes none of them are miſtaken * 
rules of practice, even after ſome of them had 
been controverted by the authors of the Month- 
ly Review; and, in his reply to me, ſays, they 
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will hear the ſtriteſt examination, and the mere 
they. are examined, the brighter they will appear, 
The Doctor talks of his principles, as funda- 
mental ones in the practice of Phyſic, and that 
theſe, with his cautions about evacuations, and 
his account of diſeaſes, as contained in this 
pamphlet, are to teach a man right notions of 
diſeaſes, and of the means proper for the cure of 
them, and of the errors which ſhould be © avoided, 
and to ſhew when evacuations ought, and ought 
not to be adviſed. One would expect, that all 
theſe pompous expreſſions belonged to ſome- 
thing very extraordinary, to ſome new rules of 
practice which were clear and demonſtrative, 
to ſome new diſcoveries, which were the fruit of 
long and well digeſted thoughts, ripened to 
perfection by age and 2 But how 
will theſe expectations be diſappointed, when it 
appears, that this famous piece, ſo much boaſt- 
ed of, contains no new diſcoveries of the Doc- 
tor's, but conſiſts chiefly, if not wholly, of doc- 
trines and precepts. extracted from his former 
works, retailed out under a new form and title; 
that 1t contains nothing new in Phyſic, but ſuch 
peculiar notions of the Doctor's as will not 
eaſily be granted, or his ſingular method of 
telling what every body knew before. What 
inſtruction can ignorant readers receive, from 
ſuch a ſhort and general account of the cauſes 
and cure of diſeaſes, as only tells, that all diſ- 
eaſes proceed either from an exceſs, or from a 
deficiency, or a wrong quality in ſome, of the ani- 
mal fluids, or elſe from a combinatian of theſe 
cauſes; and, therefore, that the cure muſt be 


© SeQ 2, 3, 4, and 201. f Title page of 3d 
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accompliſhed, either by evacuations, or alter. 
atives, or reſtoratives, or by compounding theſe 
remedies in ſuch a manner as may remove thoſe 
combined cauſes ? How much wiſer does ſuch an 
account make any man, than this ſtill more ge- 
neral propoſition, that all diſeaſes are owing to 
ſomething amiſs in the body, and that the way 
to cure them, is to remove or correct whatever 
is amiſs ? Should not the Doctor have told the 
 fiens, which he ſays there are, to ſhew when 
there is an exceſs or deficiency in the animal fluids, 
in the blood, the lymph, and the nervous fluid; 
or when there is a morbid quality in them, and 
of what ſort it is; ſince, without being ac- 
quainted with theſe ſigns; he grants it cannot be 
known, when, and what ſort of evacuations 
ſhould be made, nor when to give alteratives, 
or of what fort? And I ſuppoſe the Doctor 
means, (though he has omitted to fay it ex- 
preſsly) that without being acquainted with the 
gus of deficiency, we cannot know how to di- 
rect reſtoratives properly. How then is it 
poſſible for any reader to learn from this pam- 
phlet, (and yet the Doctor propoſes to teach it) 
when evacuations ought, and ought not to 
be adviſed, as the figns, by which an exceſs in 
the quantity of fluids is to be known, are not 
declared, and as evacuations are not to be made, 
according to the Doctor, but upon account of 
ſuch exceſs? Of what uſe are the Doctor's fa- 
mous medical principles, about the exceſs, or 
- deficiency, or morbid quality of the animal 
fluids, unleſs he taught his readers, how to 
know when there is an exceſs, or deficiency, or 
morbid quality in any of theſe fluids, and of 
what ſort and degree it is? What is there in 
theſe principles, which the Doctor calls 1 
* 0332 | mental 
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mntal , more than in his general account of 
curing difeaſes above-mentioned, except that he 
makes three propoſitions or principles, one for 
each of the three fluids which he ſpecifies, name- 
ly, the blood, the lymph, and the nervous fluid; 
and that he adds two negative principles, abſo- 
lutely forbidding to make evacuations of blood 
or lymph, when there is no exceſs in thoſe 
fluids? Of theſe * about which the 
Doctor makes ſuch a pother, ſome are indeed 
very clear and evident, even fo clear as not to 
convey any knowledge, which is often the caſe 
of propoſitions that are too general or ſelf- 
evident; and ſome of them, (although funda- 
mental) cannot be admitted as principles, with- 
out being further explained and limited. And 
3 to his medical cautions, moſt of them need 
further cautions about underſtanding them, be- 
fore they ought to be received as rules of prac- 
tice, Some few of them are very plain, ſuch 
as every body knows, and will agree to; ſo 
plain indeed, that I think hardly any one needs 
to be told them, who is capable of underſtand- 
ing the very terms of them; ſome of them are 
not to be allowed at all, and the reſt not without 

limitations. What the Doctor ſays about 
evers, the ſmall- pox, plague, Cc. are brief 
abſtracts of ſome of his notions in his books on 
thoſe ſubjects, and ſome things to ſet forth the 
merit of thoſe books, and of his lectures. In 
ſhort, the pamphlet treats of things in ſo very 
general and conciſe a manner, that it ſeems bet- 
ter calculated as an advertiſement, by way of 
recommending his larger works, and of invit- 


8 Theſe principles, which the Doctor makes but ſeven of 
here, he has in his Compendium, ſubdivided, and made 
them eleven. 
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ing pupils to attend his lectures, than to afford 
any real inſtruction to his readers. And thus 
much I think ſufficient to ſay about this pam. 
phlet,. beſides what I have ſaid in my letter, 
and ſhall have occaſion further to ſay in this 
defence, concerning ſome particular evacuations, 
which I now come to. | 
The - firſt of theſe evacuations is bleeding, 
Of this I have ſpoken pretty largely in my let- 
ter, and am ſo far from deſiring to repeat any 
thing I have there ſaid, that I ſhall endeavour to 
be as brief as may be in what I have to add on 
this ſubject. The firſt thing I ſhall obſerve iz, 
that the Doctor, in his reply to me, ſeems di- 
reftly to contradict one of his fundamental 
principles. That principle is his fourth, which 
runs thus, That in diſeaſes, when the quantity if 
the blood is not greater than it ought to be, the 
taking blaod from the patient ſhould not be ad- 
viſed. And in his reply, Sect. 484, he ſays, 
I grant that in ſome diſtempers, attended with 
fome ſymptoms, blood may mederately be taken from 
the patient, once or twice, although there is no ex- 
ceſs in the quantity of it. Let the Doctor re- 
concile theſe propoſitions, and juſtify his funda- 
mental principle. I preſume the Doctor will 
ſay, that his principle is a general one, But a 
principle ought to be ſo general, and fo true, as 
not to be liable to any exception. Whereas, 
the Doctor ſeems to think himſelf at liberty, to 


In like manner, though the Doctor's firſt Principle al- 
ferts, that when the quantity of the blood is too great, ſo much 
blood ſhould be taken from the patient as may reduce it to tht 
ftanaard of health : yet he ſays, in a note to ſea. gog. / 
apprehend that in the beginning of peſtilential and other pu- 
trid frvert, bleeding the ſick is not ſafe, even though they 
ſhould have too much blood, 
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y down what he calls general principles and 
cautions; and at any time afterwards, if he is 
queſtioned about them, to explain them by ſuch 
exceptions and reſtrictions as he pleaſes. The 
Doctor ſays, that I do not 72 clearly to diſtin- 
guiſh between the different ſtate of ſick people, as 
to the quantity f their blood. 1 ſuppoſe he 
means by this, that I do not ſpeak juſt in his 
way, and continually mention his three claſſes 
of patients in his very words; that is to tay, 
thoſe who have too much blood, thoſe who have 
10 more than a ſtate of health requires, and thoſe 
who have too little blood. I ſhould be glad al- 
ways to have this diſtinction in view, it I knew 
any certain rules to determine it with exactneſs: 
and I think I have ſpoken with a ſufficient re- 
gard to fuch a diſtinction, (and I hope intelligi- 
bly enough too) in what I have ſaid on this ſub- 
jet in my letter, though not in the Doctor's 
very words. I will now be bold enough to 
aſſert, that it is right to take away blood, with 


prudence and due caution, from patients of the 


two laſt claſſes, (for of the firſt there can be no 
diſpute between us) whenever caſes occur, in 
which it is a leſſer evil to bleed, than to omit 
it; and that ſuch caſes do ſometimes occur, even 
in patients who manifeſtly have too little blood. 


h I know not that it is incumbent on me (nor underſtand 
what the Doctor means when he fays I ought) to prove, that 
as @ general rule, bleeding, and repeated bleeding, may be 
Jafe and neceſſary for thoſe fick people, who have too little 
blood, of no mare than à fiate 7 health requires; and eſpe- 
cially when their diſcaſes may be cured without this evacua- 
tion. Bat would not the Doctor himſelf allow, that, if by 
taking 3 or 4 ounces of blood from a perſon under an hæ- 
morrhage, (who, from the quantity loſt, appears plainly 
to have too little left) we can make a revulſion, and fo pre- 
vent the effuſion of a much larger quantity, it would be 
right, in this caſe, to bleed a perſon who has 7 /zttle 
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At the ſame time it is evident, from what | 
have ſaid in my letter, that I am as much a. 
gainſt bleeding all patients indiſcriminately, 2 
the Doctor can poſſibly be. I have allowed that 
eat miſchief may be, and often has been, done 
bh bleeding, when directed by ignorant perſons, 
without due regard to caſes and conſtitutions ; 
that it is very wrong and pernicious, to order it 
alike in fevers of all the different kinds, and in 
all the ſtages of fevers without diſtinction; and 
for all women with child, in the ſame manner, 
let their conſtitutions and circumſtances be ever 
ſo different. The great difference between the 
Doctor and me is, that I am for bleeding in 
ſome caſes, where he will not admit of it at all; 
and that, in the beginning of ſome inflammatory 
tevers, (and perhaps too in ſome other diſeaſes) 
I am for bleeding more largely, than ever the 
Doctor thinks right or neceſſary. I ſay, in the 
beginning of theſe fevers, which is the time for 
bleeding; for when it is too late in the caſe, the 
Doctor cannot expreſs a greater diſlike of it 
than I have done. He ſays, all our arguments 
from experience, about the ſucceſs of -large and 
repeated bleedings, are nothing againſt him, un- 

- leſs we prove that the patients were ſuch as had 
either too little blood, or, at moſt, not more than 
a ſtate of health requires. The only way I can 
think of, to ſettle this point with the Doctor, is, 
to take a caſe, where we bleed with ſucceſs ſo 
largely, as that the Doctor cannot ſuppoſe, there 
could be ſo much blood to ſpare, ſo much more 
than a ſtate of health requires. Let the exam- 
ple be a pleuriſy : in which we bleed ſometimes 
to forty or fifty ounces, or more, as the conſti- 
tution and circumſtances ſeem to us to require. 
Can the Doctor ſuppoſe, that any of our pa- 
tients 
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tients ever have ſo great a plethora, as to require 
ſuch an evacuation as this, when the Doctor him- 
ſelf never ordered bleeding more than twice, nor 
took away more than twenty ounces in all, from 
any one perſon in this diſtemper, though he was 
young ? Muſt not the Doctor think, that, in 
ſome of theſe caſes at leaſt, we repeat bleedi 

after the patients have too little blood, accord- 
ing to his reckoning? And, it ſo, I hope the 
Doctor will admit, that our arguments from 
ſucceſs do concern him, and that he ought to 
as much regard to our experience, as he 
expects we ſhould do to his. The Doctor tells 
me, the point of febrile rarefaction has been con- 
ſidered already, Sect. 253, to 2:8. that is, in 
his reply to the authors of the Monthly Re- 
view. But how has this point been conſidered 
there? The Doctor ſays, he knows how to re- 
move the rarefaction of the blood in fevers, 
without rendering a too little quantity of it ſtill 
leſs by phlebotomy : and that he ſhould think his 
knowledge very defective, if he was not acquaint- 
ed with medicines proper, and effetiual for the 
cure of ſuch patients, without bleeding * them: 
for the proof of which, he refers to the hiſtories 


of caſes, in his books, on the ſmall-pox, and 


on fevers. I ſhall readily grant, that we ought 
to be very careful how we bleed patients, when 
it is doubtful whether they can bear the loſs of 
any blood or not: and that perhaps there is not 
a more difficult point, which occurs in practice, 
to moſt wiſe and conſiderate Phyſicians, than to 
determine, in ſome caſes, whether they ought to 
proceed any further in bleeding or not; whe- 
ther the conſequences of repeating, or of omit- 


i Lobb's Medical Practice, ſect 511, + Medic. 
Princ. and Caut. ſect. 256, 257. 20 
ting 
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ting it, are likely to be the moſt dangerous to 
the patients. All that they can do, in ſuch a 
ſituation, is, to ballance the circumſtances of the 
caſes, with all the exactneſs and circumſpection 
they poſſibly can, and to reſolve on that fide of 
the queſtion, where, upon the whole, there ap- 
ars to be the leaſt evil, or the greateſt proba- 
llity of aſſiſting the patients. But if the que- 
ſtion be, whether any blood ſhould be taken 
away or not, only becauſe a man has not more 
blood than he uſually has in a ſtate of health, 
(if that could always be known) I think no 
ractitioner of judgment and experience, ex- 
cept Dr Lobb, will long heſitate about it, when 
the ſymptoms ſeem to him to require bleeding; 
at leaſt not till the Doctor has proved, that a 
certain determinate quantity of blood is neceſſa- 
ry to every man, in order to his being in health, 
or made it evident, by further and clearer hi- 
ſtories of fevers, than thoſe he has hitherto pub- 
liſhed, that all febrile rarefactions can be cured 
without bleeding. The former of theſe the 
Doctor has endeavoured to illuſtrate, rather than 
prove, by ſuppoſing the caſe of a veſſel, which 
is neceſſary for ſome uſe to be kept full of wa- 
ter to a certain | point, and in a certain degree 
of heat; but by ſome adventitious heat, the 
water is much rarefied, and raifed above it's 
point. In this caſe, ſays the Doctor, if I draw 
off. part of the water, the ſuppoſed uſe of the 
veſſel will be deſtroyed after the rarefaction 
ceaſes ; but, if I can by other means remove the 
rarefaction, without leſſening the quantity of 
water, the veſſel may remain in it's proper uſe. 
Here the Doctor ought to have conſidered, that 


t See the note to ſect. 503. of the Doctor's reply to 
me, * 


the 


the making this ſuppoſition, and applying it by 
way of ſimile to the human body, is begging 
the queſtion. It is taking for granted, that a 
certain quantity of blood and other fluids in the 
body is neceſſary, and that it cannot bear a va- 
riation, one way or the other, without a dimi- 
nution of health; which the Doctor has no 
where proved, though I have called upon him 
to do it: and I think I have ſufficiently proved 
the contrary, in my letter, by indiſputable facts, 
though the Doctor has not thought fit to take 
any notice of them. I will only beg leave to 
make a ſuppoſition in my turn, about this ſup- 
poſed caſe ; which is, that the Doctor may poſ- 
libly fail of removing the rarefaction by his 
other means, and that, while he is trying them, 
either the veſſel may burſt, or the water run 
over, and five times the quantity of it be loſt, 
that was neceſſary to have been drawn off, in 
order to prevent the ill conſequences of the ra- 
refaction. If either of theſe ſhould happen, 
what becomes of the uſe of the veſſel? And 
would it not have been better, to leſſen the 
quantity of water in the veſſel, by drawing off 
to a certain degree, than to loſe a much greater 
quantity, or the whole of it together with the 
veſſel; and efpecially if there were any means 
of ſupplying the quantity of water ſo drawn off, 
as there 1s. of recruiting the fluids of an animal 
body? Nor do his hiſtories of particular pa- 
tients under fevers by any means prove, that 
all febrile rarefactions of the blood may be re- 
moved without bleeding, though the Doctor ap- 
peals to them as evidence of it. And indeed 
w is it poſſible, that any number of caſes, 
Which have happened, can be a — for all 
which may happen? In ſome of theſe hiſtories 
it appears, that the patients were blooded ks 
other 
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other people, before they came under the 
Doctor's care: in one caſe the Doctor thought 
fit to order a repetition of bleeding, not becauſe 
there was too much blood, but to make à revul- 
fron from the obſtrufted veſſels, and as a leſſer a 
evil to avoid à greater ;, a liberty which the 
Doctor may take himſelf, though he ſeems very 
unwilling to truſt any body elſe with it: and in 
one caſc, a pleuriſy, the Doctor cannot tell 
whether the patient was blooded * or not. 
Theſe caſes, therefore, I think, are no evidence 
of the Doctor's aſſertion. There are ſome of 
the Doctor's hiſtories related in ſuch a ſuper- 
ficial manner, that it is impoſſible for any other 
Phyſician to determine by the account, whether 
he ſhould have ordered bleeding or not, if the 
patients had been under his care. And there are 
a very large number of theſe hiſtories, in which 
no Phyſician would have thought of bleeding, 
any more than the Doctor did. Let then any 
judicious reader determine, how far the few re- 
maining hiſtories (if there are any ſuch) are a 

roof to the Doctor's purpoſe, that the rare- 

ction of the blood in fevers may be removed 
without bleeding, in all cafes where there is no 
exceſs in the quantity of blood. 
The next evacuation mentioned by the Doc- 
tor is vomiting. But 1 ſhall add nothing more 
on this ſubject, till the Doctor anſwers what I 
have ſaid in my letter, and tells us, what thoſe 
more gentle medicines are, by which the advan- 
tages obtained by vomiting, may as effettually be 
obtained without it. The Doctor ſays, I have 
not ſpoten to any of his four cautions about 
vomiting, nor the reaſons aſſigned for them. It is 
true, I have not, nor did I intend to ſpeak to 


m 2 Vol. on fevers, p. 326. n Ibid. Hiſt. 49. 
| | them, 
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them, as 1 was not writing a voluminous anſwer 
to every thing the Doctor had written. How 
ever, i the Doctor is deſitous to know my opi- 
nion about them, I tell him very freely; x 4H 
not one of thoſe cautions is fit to be received 
as a rule of practice, without being further ex- 
plained ® and limited: and that as the ignorant 
readers, for whom the Doctor writes, are not 
capable, either of underſtanding them well, or 
of making the neceſſary diſtinctions, theſe cau- 
tions can be of little or no uſe to them, but 


* poſſibly be the occaſion of dangerous 
ml 


Z * | 

Another evacuation, controverted between the 
Doctor and me, is purging, And as to this, I 
am willing to refer my readers to what. I have 
fad in my letter, and to what the Doctor has 
written on this ſubject, and leave them to judge 
between us: and ſhall only obſerve two or three 
things the Doctor has ſaid, in his reply to me. 
The firſt is, that when I urge againſt the Doc- 
tor, the abſolute words of his third caution, not 
to preſcribe purging medicines in the beginning of 
fevers, or before their declination ; he anſwers, 
that” he means only the rough ſtimulating 
purges, not thoſe of the Fives lenient kind, 


which will raiſe no diſturbance in the body. 


This is another inſtance of the Doctor's taking 
a liberty, to explain a poſitive general aſſertion 


The Doctor has admitted ſome limitation to his/ firſt 
and ſecond cautions, in his anſwer to the Review. He has 
alſo, in his Rational Methods, p. 335, ſpoken of Vomits 
in the 'Dropſy Aſcites, ſo as to claſh with his firſt and third 
cautions, «© And I am perſuaded, that caſes might eaſiſy be 

t. which not only other Phyſicians, but even the Doctor 

imſelf would allow to be exceptions to every particular of 
all his four cautions. The like exceptions may be made to 


moſt of the Doctor's general cautions about other evacu- 
ations. 
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of his own .in as reſtrained a ſenſe as he pleaſes, 
If the Doctor had ſaid this at firſt, he had pre. 
vented my objection. . But, are not Manna, 
Cream of Tartar, Sc. purging medicines, and 
rohibited by his caution, as well as Scammonp, 
Ftp: Sea? I hope, therefore, when the Doc- 
tor writes again, he will deal leſs in general ab- 
ſolute terms, and expreſs himſelf in ſuch x 
manner, that his meaning, may be underſtood at 
firſt: Another thing I would obſerve is, that 
the Doctor tells me, I am deſtitute of argument; 
from 2 5 and, therefore, in/it on my favourite 
topick of authorities; becauſe I ſay, that Hip- 
pocrates, Sydenham, and Boerhaave, and all wiſe 
men that I know, except Dr Lobb, are on my 
ſide, in approving a gentle purge in the begin- 
ning of fevers, ſo as to clear the prime viz 
whenever there is occaſion, How far I am at- 
tached to any authority, or claim any of my 
own, that is not ſupported by reaſon, is ſubmit- 
ted to my readers ; who will at leaſt be ſenſible, 
that I quote none in praiſe of myſelf, or of my 
writings. This Lind of authority I leave to the 
Doctor, who ſeems as fond of it as any man 
can be, (as we ſhall ſee by and by) and to make 
as much uſe of any kind of-authority he can 
produce in his own favour ; while, at the ſame 
time, he diſregards it as much, even the au- 
thority of the ſame perſon, when it is brought 
againſt any of his opinions. The laſt thing! 
would remark, under this article, is, that the 
Doctor alledges, that I miſrepreſent him, when 
I quote his own authority for purging in the be- 
ginning of a fever, againſt his caution, ot f 
purge in the beginning of fevers, &c. I beg 
Are ſtrong rough purges proper even at the declination 

of fevers ? X 
cave 
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the Doctor's words, to ſave a repetition of them 
here, or to his book on the ſmall-pox?; and 


if it appears, that J have miſrepreſented him, 
] will be contented to bear any cenſure. The 
Doctor ſays, it might be thought that I referred 
to one of his hiſtories of ſome patient, where 


be had preſcribed ſuch a ſtrong purge, as his prin- 


ciples and cautions diſallow. How the Doctor 
came to think ſo, he knows beſt: I mentioned 
no caſe of any of the Doctor's patients. But 
it is a much ftronger example of the Doctor's 
authority againſt himſelf, than caſes of particu- 
lar patients could be; becauſe there might be 
ſome — arch in thoſe patients, which might 
require ſuch preſcriptions. *It is a general di- 
8 5 of the Doctor's, for purging all perſons 
in the febrile ſtate of the ſmall-pox before erup- 


tion, under the circumſtances 1 there ſpecified, 


without a proper diſtinction of conſtitutions, 
And it is a direction, which may not produce fo 


very gentle purging, in almoſt any conſtitution, 
as the Doctor would inſinuate in his reply: it 


being ſuch a doſe, as ſhould give the patient three 
or four ſtools, (he adds indeed 2. no more, as 
if the number was quite in his power to fix) 
and this after having taken both a vomit and 
a glyſter but a fe, hours before; and, without 
any exception of the Doctor's, whether the 
vomit had worked downwards or not; or whe- 


ther the glyſter had operated much, or little, or. 


not at all. If this general direction is not con- 
trary to the Doctor's general caution, mo? 10 
preſcribe purging medicines in the beginning of 


p Part 1. ſect. 120, 121. One of theſe circum- 
lances is, if the fever proceeds nevertheleſs too wiolently. = 
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Fever, MAGE ara be _ not take 
upon me to ſay what things are oppoſite. 
" juſt mentioned a ſalivation in my letter, the 
Doctor having declared, that he thought 40 
venereal diſeaſes may be cured without it. He 

ſtill owns this to be his opinion. I-ſhall onl 
add, that, if all the patients of that fort ſhall 
come to be convinced of the Doctor's ſkill in 
this point, it will be neceſſary for him, on his 
own account, to make known his effeual alter- 
ative medicines for that purpoſe, to as many 
perſons, at leaſt, as ſhall be wanted to aſſiſt him 
in that buſineſs; or elſe to tell the means by 
which he has acquired that knowledge, ſince he 
ſays, that any other perſon may obtain it, if they 
2 uſe the ſame means for it, which be bas 

one. | 

The laſt evacuation, - which there is any que- 
ſtion about between the Doctor and me at pre- 
ſent, is that made by bliſters. Of the Doctor's 
three cautions about bliſters, I had taken notice 
only of the third, which is, nat to preſcribe the 
application of bliſters to a woman, toben ſhe has 
her menſes flowing, except the flux is too great. 
The Doctor ſays, the ſubſtance of my objections 
to this caution, are ſufficiently conſidered in his 
ſecond part, that is, in his reply to the authors 
of the Monthly Review ; which reply was pub- 
liſhed whilſt my letter was in the preſs. How 
{ſufficiently they have been there conſidered, | 
am contented to ſubmit to every judicious 
reader. And, if that be all the anſwer the 
Doctor can give to thoſe authors, or to me, I 
think it needleſs to enlarge upon this argument. 
I may, however, obſerve one piece of reaſoning 
of the Doctor's againſt thoſe gentlemen. They 
had allowed it to be rational, to diſſuade the ap- 
| plication 


1 e * oY wag * - * P 


[ar] 
ion of bliſters to a woman in her menſes; 
add, that the Doctor's approving them 
in the ſame; if the flux is extreme, is very 
4 extraordinary. The Doctor's anſwer to this 
is, that it ſeems a natural inference from this con- 
ceſſion, ' that the application of bliſters to a 
woman, when her menſes are exceſſrve, muſt be 
proper, though not neceſſary. This concluſion of 
the Doctor's would be right, if it was a known 
and acknowledged effect of bliſters to ſtop 
every haemorrhage. But may not the ſtimulus, 
and that attenuating quality of the Cantharides 
upon the blood, (which even the Doctor al- 
lows upon other occaſions) tend rather to pro- 
mote, than to ſtop any flux of it? Might not 
that be the reaſon, why thoſe gentlemen, as | 
well as other practitioners, chooſe to avoid l 
bliſters, if poſſible, in the natural courſe of the | 
menſes, for fear of diſturbing the regular order | 
of nature, and bringing on an immoderate flux, | 
inſtead of fopping that beneficial evacuation, as 1 
the Doctor ſays? And, if this ſhould be their 
meaning, which ſurely is as probable as the ä 
ſenſe the Doctor puts upon their words, then 
what becomes of the Doctor's natural inference? 
The Doctor adds, that bliſters are not neceſſary 
in an immoderate flux, though proper, and that 
he never does direct them in his own practice, he- 
cauſe he knows remedies effefiual to reſtrain it, 
which will give the patient no pain. Why does 
the Doctor give that advice to his readers, 
which he never follows in his own practice? 
Why does he not rather tell his own eaſy me- 
thod, thoſe other effectual remedies, which he 
himſelf conſtantly uſes for this purpoſe? 
The Doctor, according to cuſtom, upon al- 
moſt every article, charges me with a falſe re- 
8 1 preſentation 


2 KJ 
— W—O— — — OS 


U 22: ] 


provenance of his meaning. I refer this charge 
likewiſe, to our readers: and ſhall only. ſay tor 
myſelf, that if ust to apply hliſters to a woman, 
when. ſhe has her menſes flowing, except the flux 
75 too great, does not mean never to apply them 
to a Woman that has her menſes, but when the 
flux is too great, and in that caſe always to ap- 
ply them, I do not underſtand the meaning of 
the Doctor's words. . i 205 
Having ſo eaſily got rid of this argument, about 
the uſe of bliſters in common uterine hæmor- 
rhages, the Doctor reſumes it in the next chap- 
ter, in defence of his practice of applying them 
in the bleeding ſort of ſmall- pox. He inſiſts 
upon it, that this practice is right, and proves 
it to be ſo by his own authority, referring to 
aſſertions in his books, one of which is the very 
caution in diſpute. He ſays, the application of 
bliſters in a certain degree, is a proper remedy, 
<when hemorrhages happen with a laxity of the 
veſſels. This is implied in caution III. What 
this certain degree is, the Doctor ſhould have 
told us. We may, however, conclude, as far 
as three or four bliſters, becauſe he ordered four 
at once for one of thoſe variolous patients, 
whoſe caſes I referred to; which patient had 
many deep purple ſpots, and large hæmor- 
rhages from the urinary, uterine, and inteſtinal 
paſſages: he. alſo ordered three for the other 
patient, who had ſeveral purple ſpots, a red 
colouring all over his body, and a ſpitting of 
blood; and the Doctor is poſitive that the ap- 
plication was very proper in both caſes. He 
owns, indeed, the bliſters were ineffectual in theſe 
caſes, but then, ſays the Doctor, they have been 
evidently uſeful to other variolous patients ; and 
refers to three hiſtories of his own, not of the 
F a bleeding 
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bleeding: ſort, but of the confluent kind, vhere 
the puſtles were flat, dry, and empty, on the 
10th or 14th .day of the diſtemper. That 
bliſters might be very proper in theſe three laſt 
caſes, I believe every body will allow. But 
have ſuch cafes any the leaſt relation to our ar- 
gument, which is only about the bleeding ſort 
of ſmall-pox ?: Therefore, the Doctor might 
have ſpared his references to Dr Morton's caſes, 
as theſe patients had no hæmorrhages, and alſo 
his own- laſt ſection of that chapter, (though I 
approve. of what the Doctor ſays in it) as no- 
thing to the preſent purpoſe. He might alſo, 
for the ſame reaſon, have omitted the quotation 
from the poſthumous fragments of Sir Theodore 
Mayerne, directing many (no leſs than nine) 
large bliſters in the ſmall- pox, whenever the pa- 
tient is in great danger; but that the Doctor 
had a mind to have a joke with me about au- 
thority. For, as great danger may proceed 
from very different, and even oppoſite cauſes, 
ſo that what is a proget remedy for- one 
kind of danger, may be a very pernicious thing 
in another kind of danger, in the ſame diſeaſe; 
the Doctor will grant that general precept to be 
abſurd and dangerous, and that: it was very 


wrong, and alſo injurious to the memory of 


that great man, | to- publiſh it to the world, as 


one of his rules of practice. At the ſame time 


Dr Lobb may alſo know, that when Sir Theo- 
dore is ſpeaking of the means to: ſtop. an hæ- 
morrhage, even in the {mall-pox; he does not 
mention bliſters as a remedy for that purpoſe. 
But if the Doctor will ſtill go on to preſcribe 
bliſters in the bleeding ſort of ſmall-pox, I think 
he muſt defend that practice, by better reaſons 
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than any he has yet aſſigned, before he will 
prevail on any Phyſicians to follow his example. 
WWMWe come now to the Doctor's book on the 
ſmall-pox, and his vindication of Boerhaave. 
As to the Doctor's notion of curing the ſmall. 

without it's coming to eruption, of which he 
took the firſt hints from Boerhaave, I have ſaid 
ſo much * about it in my letter, that I am not 
willing to add any thing more on the ſubject. 
I need only refer my readers thither, and reſt 
my appeal as I there made it. But, as the Doc- 
tor again charges me with miſrepreſentation, 
groundleſs banter and ridicule upon him, and 
with injuring Boerhaave's character, and im- 
peaching his ſincerity, I will ſay ſomething in 
defence. The miſrepreſentation is, that T men- 
tion Æthiops mineral, as the only medicine to 
produce this great effect. The Doctor ſays, it 
Was only one ingredient; but he allows, in his 
reply, that it is a principal ingredient, and in 
his chapter on this ſubject, he ſpeaks of it all 
along as the thing he chiefly' depended upon. 
The other medicines (except the Nitre, which 
he only propoſes, but has never tried) joined 
with it ſeemed fo trifling, that I did not think 
them worth mentioning. Nor does Boerhaave 
take notice of any ingredient but the Æthiops. 
But the Doctor can excuſe an omiſſion in him, 
which in me is a miſrepreſentation. The notion 
of my own, a notion which has no foundation, and 
on which my banters and ridicules are grounded, 
is, ſays the Doctor, an apprehenſion in my mind, 
that be has aſſerted poſitively, that the ſmall-pox 


r The Doctor obſerves, that I employ 10 pages on this 
ſubject, but does not tell his readers, that they are in anſwer 
to 29 pages of his own. f Small- pox, p. 1. chap. 9. 
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may certainly be cured in the febrile tate, and that 
by Zthiops mineral. How the Doctor came to 
charge me with an apprehenſion of his talking 
of certainty, I cannot tell, unleſs 1t was from my 
ſaying, that he had put Q. E. D. in the firſt e- 
dition, but had left it out in the ſecond, and my 
quoting from the Doctor, that Boer haave thought 
thoſe falts * ſo many proofs, that the ſmall-pox 
may be cured in the manner propoſed. I did not 
uſe the word certainty, and was ſo far from be- 
lieving any ſuch thing, that I did not ſo much 
as allow, that the Doctor had given any proof, 
even of a probability of preventing the infec- 
tion ſrom taking place. | 

Dr Lobb is fo zealous for the character of 
Boerhaave, as to allot one whole chapter for his 
vindication, againſt thoſe paſſages in my letter, 
which the Doctor fays, are very injurious to his 
tharatter, and an impeachment of his ſincerity. 
Nor can the Doctor's zeal be wondered at, fince 
he is at the ſame time endeavouring to ſupport 
his own character as an author. But let our 
readers judge, who ſhews the greateſt regard to 
Boerhaave's memory, who repreſents him moſt 
to advantage, the Doctor or I. The Doctor 
muſt certainly. value him for the fine things he 
ſays of the Doctor, and of his book. I, with- 
out any private intereſt, commend him, from 
the high eſteem I have of his real merit; and 
repreſent his juſt and uſeful doctrines; in point 
of practice, as they come in my way; but ſtill 
without thinking myſelf obliged to ſubſcribe to 
every ſentiment of his. And what do I charge 
him with, that ſhould make the Doctor fo warm 


t Thoſe facts are hiſtories of 4 perſons, who took medi- 


eines to prevent their receiving infection, though in the 
way of it. 
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ja his vindication? Only an infirmity or two; 
| nothing but an exceſs, of complaiſance in one 
| inſtance, and a partiality to one of his opinions, 
At the ſame time let it be obſerved, how ſofthy 
I cenſure this great man. Is it not with a quan- 
doque bonus dormitat Homerus, if he was ca- 
able of believing ſuch effects to proceed from 
| Fach cauſes, and of making uſe of ſuch ex- 
| preſſions? I made the query, becauſe the gen- 
| tleman, from whom the Doctor had theſe anec- 
| | dotes, is not quite ſure that they were Boer- 
haave's very words, but ſays that his word; 
were not much unlike " theſe. 
„ The charge of complaiſance was no more than 
this. I appealed in my letter to proper judges, 
| and. eſpecially ſuch of them as were well ac- 
| quainted with Boerhaave's ſtrong ſtyle, and his 
| uſual complaiſance; whether that paragraph of 
| a letter to Dr Mortimer (concerning Dr Lobb'; 
book on the ſmall-pox) which the Doctor has 
made ſuch a puff with, was not rather deſigned 
as a compliment, than as a thorough approba- 
tion of the performance. The Doctor inſiſts 
upon it, that Bocrhaave meant literally as he 
wrote, and really bad that good opinion of that 
treatiſe, which his words ſignify. Nevertheleſs, 
the words will not convey the ſame ideas, or 
appear in ſo ſtrong a light, to thoſe who are 
acquainted, with Boerhaave's uſual manner of 
ſpeaking and writing about the characters of 
authors and books. I will not trouble my rea- 
ders with any anecdotes on this head, but will 
only quote ſome of Boerhaave's words, as they 
were publiſned by himſelf, in ſome prefaces 
which he wrote to new editions of ſeveral 


u Small- pox, part I. ſect. 621. 
books. 
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books. In his preface to Proſper Alpinus's 
book, de Præſagienda Vita & Morte Ægrotan- 
tium, having named Duretus and Proſper Al- 
pinus, he ſays, Prior in immortali mehercle 
ſcripto ad Coaca Hippocratis, poſterior in ab- 
ſolutiſſimo, quod vobis jam offertur, opere, c. 
Of the Obſervationes Caroli Piſonis, he ſays to 
his ſtudents, referring to a public oration he had 
made before, in vaſto Auctorum numero, prin- 
ceps aſſignatus fuit Carolo Piſoni locus: and 
again, Hunc ideo virum nocturna verſandum, 
& diurna manu commendavi vobis: and he con- 
cludes thus, Utamini eo (ſcil: libro) & fruamini, 
placebit & proderit; neque, certus affirmo, vel 
decies repetitæ lectionis vos pœnitebit. And 
in his preface to Bellini de Urinis & Pulſibus, 
&c. he has theſe words. Aliis enim potius, 
quam hoc Auctore, careat Juventus Academica: 
and again afterwards, in tota diſciplina medica 
reperiri neminem, quem jure huic præferas, vix 
unum forte vel alterum haberi, quem compa- 
rari illi liceat. I might quote what he has ſaid 
publickly of other authors, but let theſe ſuf- 
fice to ſhew his manner of writing upon ſuch 
occaſions.” Can the Doctor ſuppoſe, he intend- 
ed to be always underſtood in the literal ſenſe of 
his words? But whether he did or not, muſt 
not ſome of theſe phraſes eclipſe the Doctor's 
glory, and ſomewhat abate his vanity? Muſt 
they not at leaſt make all Boerhaave's compli- 
ments to him appear more faint than they did 
before? And as he uſed to expreſs himſelf in 
ſuch terms about the writings of authors who 
had been long dead, is it any wonder, that he 
ſhould ſay what he does of the Doctor's book; 
perlegi, probavique ; nam plenum vidi vere 
ſcientiæ medicæ, promittentemque genti hu- 
2 mane 
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manæ bona plurima; when he was writing to 
the * ſecretary. of the Royal Society, the Doc. 
tor's brother - in- law, through whoſe hands he 
received the book as a preſent ? Or is it ſtrange, 
that he who had written ſo many prefaces, to the 
great joy and profit of bookſellers, ſhould rea. 
dily give leave, when aſked, to have thoſe words 
of his printed, as a fort of preface, or recom- 
mendation of the Doctor's book? 

And as to the partiality to his own opinion, 
it is ſo common a frailty of human nature, that 
all men are ſubject to it, more or leſs. Boer- 
haave was indeed a very great man, but he was 
ſtill no more than a man, was not exempt from 
all infirmities and prejudices to which mankind 
are liable, He had a very acute and clear un- 
derſtanding, with a ſound judgment, joined to a 
large. compaſs of knowledge, of men, books, 
and things; a very happy memory, and an un- 
common. talent of ſetting forth a doctrine, in a 
clear, conciſe, and * comprehenſive. manner, 
The two incomparable. books, his Inſtitutions, 
and; Aphoriſms, are a ſtrong proof of this. 
Yet this great man, with all his excellent and 
uncommon qualities, was capable of prepoſſeſ- 
ſion, and bias, in favour of ſome opinions both 
in theory and practice; which were not likely 


„The Doctor in his reply has told us ſome more fine 
things, that Boerhaave ſaid of him in other letters to Dr 
Mortimer. 'Theſe' I will nat attempt to explain, having 
given ſo much offence to the Doctor by my ſenſe of the 
ormer paſſage. © As all wiſe men, who read Dr Lobb's 
writings, will form their own opinion of them; without be- 
ing influenced either by Boerhaave or by me, I ſhall leave 
them to judge likewiſe of theſe extracts from Boerhaave's 
8 and of the Doctor's reaſons ſor making them pub- 
I. k. 8 — 


to 
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to wear off as he grew into years. The notion 


of curing the ſmall- pox in the febrile ſtate, ſo 


as to prevent eruption, is one inſtance; and 1 


ſhall mention no more at preſent, though I 


could do it, becauſe it would carry me too far. 
He had this thought, and publiſhed it to the 
world very many years (I think more than 


twenty) before the Doctor's book came out. 


It was not embraced, but, as Dr Lobb tells us, 


univerſally condemned, nor had he been able to 
eſtabliſh it in all that time. At length comes 
the Doctor as a champion to defend the cauſe; 
and, that he may alſo ſhare in the glory of the 
diſcovery, he brings ſome caſes, which he 
reckons. proofs of a probability of confirming. 


Boerhaave's notion. The good old man, tranſ- 


ported with joy, that he has at laſt found a ſe- 
cond, to ſupport him in this point before he 
dies, breaks out in a rapture in theſe words; 
(as the Doctor tells us) tandem in Brittanniis 


ortus eſt vir clarus, qui ſcripſit de variolis. 


Dedit ille exempla multorum * ſecundum hanc 
methodum ſanatorum, nempe per. Aithiopem. 
mineralem. And again, multa ibi dedit exem- 


pla variolarum, ut ita dicam, ſuffocatarum per 
Æthiopem mineralem. What ground there is 


to admit thoſe caſes of the Doctor's as proofs, 


The Doctor ſeems very angry, that I do not allow 3 
or 4 caſes {if they were cures) to be many; and is for 
teaching me Grammar, telling me the meaning of multus, - 


plus, plurimus. If I was to bring 3 or 4 caſes againſt any 


of the Doctor's opinions, he would be apt to tell me the 
inſtances were not many, the number of them was not ſuf- 


ficient to conclude from: If the Doctor had never ſeen but 


3 or 4 patients under the ſmall-pox in all his life, whatever 


he might think himſelf, I believe every body elſe would 
reckon that he had not had many patients, nor much expe- 
rience in that diſtemper. 2 

. J have 
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J have ſufficiently conſidered in my letter. 
Therefore I ſhall only add here, that Boerhaave 
would not have received them as ſuch, if he had 
not been prejudiced in the cauſe: and that the 
Doctor would not allow ſuch evidence, or ten 
times as much, to be any argument at all in fa- 
vour of cures by evacuations, if thoſe evacu- 
ations were ſo large as to exceed his theory. 
No, not even if the evidence came from Boer- 
haave himſelf. For as fond as the Doctor is of 
him, and jealous for his RIO, while he is 
applauding the Doctor and his book; yet when 
he ſpeaks of large evacuations, Boerhaave is no 
more with the Doctor than another man. In 
this point he muſt come to the Doctor, if they 
are to agree in opinion, for the Doctor will not 
ſtir an inch to meet him. ' Accordingly the 
Doctor ſuppoſes, that, if ever Boerhaave had 
been of a different opinion about bleeding in the 
| ſmall-pox, he had altered his mind upon read- 
ing the Doctor's chapter on that argument; 
otherwiſe we' may well imagine be would have 
made ſome / exception to it, So that the Doctor 
ſeems to conclude, that Boerhaave approved of 
every tittle of his book, becauſe he made no 
objection to any part of it. 

The firſt. vol. of the Doctor's on fevers, he 
ſays, I have not made many remarks upon, and 
that I have either brought xo objefions; or no 
arguments againſt what I refer to in it. I am 
contented, to leave this matter to our readers to 
judge of, and to paſs on to the ſecond vol. on 
fevers. | eee | 

. Here the Doctor undertakes to anſwer two of 
my. criticiſms (as he calls them). on ſome of his 


y Sect. 723. 


ſmall 
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{mall doſes of medicines. I had ſaid, who but 
the Doctor would lay any ſtreſs, or even expect 
any good at all, from Puly : e Chel: Yi. Anti- 
mon: diaphoret: Muſc: Corallin: 22 gr. x. 
Sal: Abſinth: Sal: Prunel: 24 gr ij, to be all 
mixed and divided into eight doſes? The Doc- 
tor replies. I need not ſay to men of learning, 
that a fingle grain, or a ſingle drop, will by mix- 
ture, become diffuſed in a larger quantity of fluid, 
and produce a real effect in it, though this writer 
does not ſeem to underſtand it. It will be ſufficient 


to add, that this infant (between two and three 


years old) happily recovered in the uſe of the re- 
medies preſcribed for it. I do indeed underſtand, 
that a grain or drop of ſome very ſtrong ſcent- 


ed drugs, ſuppoſe Muſk or Aſa fœtida, &c. 


may by mixture, be diffuſed in a large quantity 
of water, and produce a real effect in it as to 
ſmell and taſte; but if this water ſhould be di- 
vided into a large number of doſes, I really do 
not underſtand what medical effect it could 
have. If the Doctor was hungry or faint, I be- 
lieve he would think it poor nouriſhment or 
refreſhment, it he had only water given him, 
with juſt ſo much food, or ſo much of a cor- 
dial diffuſed in it, as would produce no more 
real effect in the water, than to be juſt diſcern- 
able to the ſmelt and taſte. That the child re- 
covered in the uſe of the remedies preſcribed I 
do not doubt ; but the queſtion is how far it 
recovered by the uſe of them. As to the other 
caſe, of curing the moſt profuſe ſweats, which 
had continued every night for ſix weeks, by one 
ſingle doſe of Sal: Prunel: gr. vii. Sal: Mart: 
gr. ij, as ignorant as the Doctor repreſents me 


to be, I can underſtand and believe that he 


cured that patient by the Bark, both of the gue 
and 
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and ſweats. But I cannot allow any part of the 
cure to be aſcribed to the ſingle doſe of this 
other medicine, though the ſweats had continued 
four nights after the ague was cured by the 
Bark, and did not ceaſe till the night ſhe hap. 
pened to take that doſe ; and though the Doctor 
ſeemed to impute the cure of the ſweats to it. 
My remarks on the reſt of the Doctor's minute 
doſes, as alſo on his curing children, by apply- 
ing the ſame medicines, his attenuants and di/- 
ſolvents, nay and even cordials and aftringents 
too, in outward forms to the ſurface of the 
body, which to other patients he gives inward- 
ly, he chooſes to paſs over in filence. My next 
criticiſm (as the Doctor will have it) is on the 
caſe of the young man in a pleuriſy *. I refer 
my reader to what I have ſaid about it in my 
letter. I doubted whether the caſe was a true 
leuriſy, and I ſtill doubt it, after reading the 
Etor's definition of that diſeaſe in his reply. 
But, taking it for granted that it was ſo, I ſub- 
mit it to every one, who is any judge in Phyſic, 
to decide this, point between us: whether it was 
right practice to preſcribe liquid Laudanum 
(without any evacuation ſo far as appears, though 
the Doctor cannot be poſitive whether he was 
blooded once or not) even in ſmall doſes, as 3 
or 4, or 5 drops, and mixed with other medi- 
cines, to be repeated every 2 or 3 hours, or 
as the pain and difficulty of breathing ſhould re- 
0 Is this the way to abate great heat, to 
ring a ſtrong, quick, and hard pulſe into due or- 
der, to help a difficult breathing, to promote the 
ſpitting of a bloody purulent matter ? All theſe 
the Doctor allows to be ſymptoms of this diſ- 


Second vol. on fevers, ſect. 503, Se. 
: eale; 
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eaſe, though he never told us that this young 
man had them all. How much Laudanum 
may be taken in twenty-four hours by ſuch di- 
rections? I have ſaid it in my letter, and, not- 
withſtanding the Doctor's aſtoniſhment” and ſuſ- 
picion of my ſincerity, I repeat it with great 
truth and zeal for the good of mankind; that I 
tremble to think of the miſchief, which ſuch a 
preſcription may do among the families and ig- 
norant people, for whom the Doctor writes. 
We are told indeed by the Doctor in his reply, 
that this patient had but forty- four drops of 
Laudanum in four days; that is, the Doctor or- 
dered twenty drops of it in a mixture on the 


the next day but one. Whether the patient had 
the firſt mixture repeated or not, in the inter- 
mediate time between the Doctor's two viſits, 
does not appear from the hiſtory. But, if he 
had not, it is certain, that either his pain and 
fever were not very bad, or he did not follow 
the Doctor's direction. For he had liberty from 
the Doctor, to take the whole mixture in ſix 
hours at moſt, if the pain and fever required: 
and the longeſt time allowed to take it in was 
not above 12 hours. So that if it was not repeated 


regularly, he muſt have been without any mę- 
dicine at all for thirty-ſix hours at leaſt, if not 
for forty-two hours out of the firſt two days. 
However, the Doctor inſiſts upon it, that the 
preſcription was right, becauſe the patient re- 
covered. This is the concluſion he conſtantly 
makes about the remedies he uſes, whether they 
are or hurtful, or ever ſo inſignificant. 
But he will not admit the ſame argument in fa- 


firſt day he ſaw the patient, and 24 drops on 


in the Doctor's abſence, and the patient took it 


your. of the practice of other Phyſicians. He 
| F will 
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will not allow large bleeding to be right, though 
multitudes have recovered, - who have been 
blooded very freely. The Doctor goes on to 
defend himſelf againſt my objections, by al. 

| ledging Sydenham's authority, which he ſup. 
les muſt be a ſilencing argument to me, 

e tells me, that Sydenham teaches me, to pre- 
ſcribe opiates freely in ſome of the moſt inflam- 
matory fevers: that in a pleuriſy he orders an 
emulſion with 3 drams of white Poppy ſeeds in 

it, and directs the whole to be drank in twenty- 
four hours; and that he gives opiates very free. 
ly in the ſmall-pox and in the meaſles. I have 
a great regard for Sydenham's memory, as a 
wiſe. and honeſt man, and an eſteem for his 
writingsz though I follow neither him nor any 
man implicitly, as I know of no foundation for 
4x authority in any. uninfpired writer, but integrity, 
1 good ſenſe, and propriety in writing. But I do 
not allow that emulſion of Sydenham's to be an 
opiate. The narcotic quality of the Poppy lies 
in the milky juice, of it's leaves, ſtalks, and the 
heads which contain the ſeeds, and very little of 
it, if any at all, in the ſeeds themſelves: for 
which reaſon, as the Doctor may obſerve, the 
College, in the new edition of the Pharma- 
ropcœia, have wiſely ordered the ſeeds to be left 
out in making the POE e Meconio, that the 
ſyrup may be of the greater and more certain 
ftrength 5 which muſt be uncertain before, as 
there happened to be more or fewer ſeeds in the 
heads. If the Doctor was to eat 3 drams of 
the ſceds all at once, or even twice that quantity, 

| 1 believe he would not be ſenſible of any opi- 
| ate quality in them. So that the Doctor has 
. not proved that Sydenham gave any opiate in a 
|  pleurily.. In the ſmall-pox „ 
al 1 e 
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he uſed them freely, perhaps too much ſo; or 
at leaſt he ſometimes expreſſes himſelf _too 
ſtrongly about them, and without ſuch reſtric- 
tions. as mg t have been proper to make: and, 
Jam afraid, many practitioners have been too 
free with them upon his recommendation. For 
though it muſt be owned, that there is a great 
difference between a pleuriſy and the ſmall- pox; 
the former being an internal inflammation, 
which we want to carry off by reſolution, and 
to prevent it's coming to ſuppuration, as I have 
ſaid at large in my letter; while the latter is an 
external inflammation of a particular kind in 
the ſkin, whoſe proper way of terminating is 
by a kindly ſuppuration : and though it will al- 
ſo be granted, that opiates are very uſeful and 
neceſſary in many caſcs in the ſmall-pox; yet i 

cannot be denied, that in ſome conſtitutions, 29 


in ſome circumſtances of that diſcaſe, they may 


be capable of doing great miſchief, and of con- 
tributing to deſtroy the patient, in the room of 
ſaving him; and therefore ought not to be pre- 
ſeribed by one univerſal rule to all perſons alike. 
I will likewiſe mention another diſeaſe, in which 
Sydenham was too fond of opiates, and that is 
Dylentery. I differ from him ſo much in this 
point, that it is a rule with, me, to uſe opiates in 
this diſeaſe (and indeed in moſt fluxes) as little 
as poſſible : becauſe I think they are only palli; 
atives, and do nothing towards removing the 
cauſe and effecting a radical cure. Nay, 70 far 
from it, that, by locking up the morbid hu- 
mours for a time, the flux returns with greate 
violence, attended with greater ſickneſs mw 
gripings, and with more fetid ſtools, as ſoon as 
tae force of the Opium is worn off. Therefore, 
if I can avoid it, I do not ule opiates at all, and 
Mics ent ade 2 on od ARIES C 
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bread in a morning faſting in a very ſhort time, 
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1 have ſeen (in ſome conſtitutions) great ſucceſ 


in treating this diſtemper without any. But 


when I find it neceſſary, I either give a doſe of 
Opium after a vomit or a purge, to quiet the 
ruffle of the ſpirits occaſioned by thoſe opera. 
tions, and to procure ſome reſt, in order to re- 
cruit the ſtrength of the patient; or elſe in a 
very ſmall proportion joined with aſtringents, 
to be taken occaſionally, ſo as not to ſtop, but 
to give a check to the flux and keep it within 
ſome bounds, when it would otherwiſe be too 
violent for the patient's ſtrength, and likely to 
exhauſt him before the proper means could be 
tried, from which a complete cure might be 
expected. . 
In the remainder of this chapter the Doctor 
talks of my cavils, of a miſtate of mine about 
his ſentiments, and of my making a reference to 
ſome of his ſections which is nothing to the pur- 
pf Of all this I ſhall take no further notice, 
ut ſubmit it to every impartial reader of the 
Doctor's, who will compare it with my letter, 
and with the Doctor's words which I there refer to. 
The Doctor's book on the Stone and Gout 
had paſſed without any remarks, had it not been 
for thoſe two paſſages, which I thought proper 
to quote as inſtances of his ſtrong and uncom- 
mon faith in medicines, or what are called me- 
dicines, when they ſeem to correſpond with his 
notions and to ſuit his purpoſe. In his reply, 
the Doctor charges me with groſs miſrepreſenta- 
tions of bis ſentiments, for ſaying that he has an 
extraordinary faith in ſome preſcriptions, even 
though they are not his own; and for ground- 
ing it on his believing, that a man may be 
cured of the ſtone by eating one mouthful of dry 


and 
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RN | 
ind on his giving credit to ſuch idle chit chat 
evidence, about the effects of the juice and de- 
coction of Onions in curing the 2 If the 
Doctor does believe them, I muſt ſtill reckon 
them examples of a very extraordinary faith. 
And that he does believe them, appears from 
the whole account of them in his 580* on the 
ſtone and gout, and from his reply to my letter. 
What the Doctor means by telling me, that z9- 
thing is ſaid in the ſections about bread of curing 
the ſtone, 1 do not well underſtand. He intro- 
duces the narrative by ſaying, he ſhall confider 
the advantages, which ſome perſons, aſflicted with 
the ſtone or gravel, have obtained by means of 
bread. But the evidence he brings, if it proves 
any thing, as he believes it does, muſt (I think) 
amount to the proof, not only of advantage, 
but even of a cure of the ſtone. Many perſons 
bad ſymptoms of the ſtone and gravel in the kid- 
nies or bladder, who were preſently relieved by the 
remedy of eating one mouthful of dry bread faſt- 
ing every Morning; and in a ſhort time freed 
from their complaints; and remained ſo, except 
that ſome of them at diſtant times had ſome re- 
turns, which were removed by uſing again the 
ſame * remedy. Now, as theſe many perſons 
were all freed from their complaints, and we are 
only told that ſome of them had a return, may 
we not therefore conclude, that the reſt had no 


return, but were effectually cured ? The Doctor 
adds, it es by experiments, that bread has a 


uality diſſolvent of the ſtone, and that  eatin 
ead is a proper remedy * for perſons offlited wit 
this diſtemper. As to Onions, the Doctor tells 


Lobb on the Stone and Gout, ſect 1049, d Ibid. 
ſect. 1051, . 
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of one patient who was cured, and of others 
who received great benefit by Onion-water, and 
at laſt concludes, that the relief obtained from it 
eftabliſhes the probability of © curing the fone by 
Aliment. And he further informs us, that it ap- 
pears from experiments, that Onions have 4 
quality diſſolvent of the ſtone, and that it is like- 
wiſe evident from one experiment, that the de- 
cottion of Onions can well diſſolve ſome ſorts of 
calculi, Yet, after all this, the Doctor will not 
allow, that any thing is ſaid about curing the 
ſtone by bran or any thing which can excuſe 
my groſs miſrepreſentations of his ſentiments 
about Onions. And, for the ſake of contra- 
dicting me, he does not chooſe, in his reply, 
to uſe the word ſtone or curing the ſtone, either 
by bread or Onions; but ſpeaks of nepbritic 
rel nephritic ſymptoms, and nephritic patients, 
ing greatly relieved by both. Nay, ſo fond 
is the Doctor of that word, as to uſe it when 
he refers to caſes of the ſtone in the bladder on- 
ly ; which is the firſt time I remember to have 
een that word ſo uſed. If I had applied it fo, 
the Doctor would ſurely have told me, that ! 
did not underſtand Greek; as he twice queſtions 
my knowing the meaning of ſome of the eaſi- 
eſt words-in Latin. However, it is ſo far lucky 
for me, that his moſt ignorant readers may un- 
derſtand, that by the word nephritic the Doctor 
means the ſtone in ſome part or other. They 
may obſerve him applying it to pain in the 
back, to gravel, and the ſtone in the © bladder. 
The boy's caſe, who was cured by Onion-water, 


e Tbid. ſect. 1041. d Medic, Princ & Caut. 
ſea. 808. { e Medic. Princ. & Caut, ſect. 802, to 
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was doubtleſs the ſtone in the bladder, as the 
woman, who tells the Doctor that ſtory, ſays, 
che boy was intended to be cut for the ſtone. 
And we are expreſsly told, that the gentleman 
who died of the ſtone, though he took juice of 
Onions, had a ſtone in his bladder. Therefore, 
| would hope, that even fuch readers of the 
Doctor's, if he will ſuffer them to be my rea- 
ders too, may be ſenſible that the Doctor is in 
the wrong, in charging me with groſs miſre- 
preſentations in this affair. And when th 
read in his reply, that eating bread faſting is a 
proper and effertual remedy for nephritic pains 
and A thats patients ; when they find him ſur- 

d, that a remedy 15 o frequently uſed, and with 
dare ſhould be made the ſubject of my ridicule; 
they may wonder the Poder "ſhould be 10 angry 
with me for alledging, that he believes a man 
may be cured of the ſtone, by eating one mouthful 
of bread in a morning faſting : fince curing the 
ſtone, (either in the kidmes or bladder) and 
curing nephritic complaints, muſt appear to 
them upon his own authority to be ſynonymous 
terms. What other readers may think of this 
matter ts ſubmitted to their judgment. 

In the Doctor's anſwer to my remarks upon 
his book on painful diſtempers, he ſays, the au- 
thor of the letter has taken particular notice of 
this book. But what reply has he made to that 
notice? The Doctor has indeed cleared himſelf 


from a charge, which J had wrongfully though 


very innocently imputed to him, about a quo- 
tation from Boerhaave on the proximate cauſe 


of pain. When 1 ſaid, the Doctor did not 


quote the whole of the Aphoriſm, I ſaw Boer- 
haave's words were, Si fibra nervoſa cerebro 
_ crea, ita extenditur, vel alto modo diſponitur, 


ut 
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ut diſſolutionem minitetur, fit doloris idea: and 
I obſerved that Dr Lobb had quoted the paſ- 
ſage without the words, vel alio modo diſponi- 
tur. I had before me at the time of writing, the 
fourth edition of Boerhaave's Aphoriſms print- 
ed in 1728, and was not aware that the words, 
which I thought the Doctor had omitted, were 
not in the former edition, nor did I know it till 
I ſaw the Doctor's reply, though I have both 
editions by me. This I own to be a proper 
anſwer to my remark. Whether there be any 
other clear and full anſwer, to any part of my 
letter, in all the Doctor's reply, is not for me, 
but for our readers to determine. Thoſe words, 
vel alio modo diſponitur, make a great difference 
in the definition, and may be ſo explained as to 
take in the whole of the Doctor's account of 
this matter. But I do not envy him the glory 
of his invention, which he is ſo fond of, nor the 
pleaſure he takes in aſſigning nominal cauſes. 
If the Doctor likes to call the cauſe of pain, 
too great preſſure upon the extremities of th: 
nerves, or elſe the immediate contact of acrid par- 
ticles, rather than with Boerhaave, a ſtretch- 
« ing, or other diſpoſition, of a nervous fibre, 
<< ſo as to threaten a diſſolution, he has full 
liberty from me ſo to do. I will not enter into 
ſuch a theoretical diſpute with the Doctor till he 
ſhall convince me, that the ſettling of it can 
have any influence on our practice, or (as I have 
hinted in my letter) that it can make any differ- 
ence in the cure, whether we determine the 
cauſe of pain to be ſtretching or preſſing upon 
the nervous fibres. Though, it I would go in- 
to a minute diſquiſition of this argument, per- 
haps it would be no difficult matter to make it 
appear, that the difference between an, 
| all 
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and the Doctor in this matter lies merely in 
words; and that the Doctor has diſcovered no- 
thing new, no ideas, which are not compre- 
hended at leaſt as clearly in Boerhaave's ſhort 
chapter De Dolore, as in the Doctor's book. 
As to the reſt of my remarks on this book, 
which the Doctor ſays I take ſuch particular no- 
tice of, (and I did fo becauſe I thought it a mat- 
ter of great importance) the only reply the 
Doctor vouchſafes to them is as follows. Je 
hiſtories in this book are faithfully related; and 
the author's cavils at ſome of them, and his que- 
ſftions are of no moment to be anſwered: and 
tberefore I ſhall not trouble myſelf nor my readers 
with a diſcuſſion of them. This is indeed a ſhort 
and ealy way of getting rid of a pinching part 
of a controverſy. But whether it 1s a fair, or a 
decent reply or not; whether it is treating an 
argument in a manner becoming a gentleman, a 
phyſician, a man of candour, or @ good man (as 
the Doctor ſays) or not, I appeal to our judges. 
The credit of the Doctor's hiſtories in this book, 
as well as his others, ſo far as that the patients 
had ſuch and ſuch complaints, and that they 
recovered, I do not diſpute. I readily allow the 
caſes to be facts, and that the Doctor has re- 
lated them faithfully as they appe 


arcd to him: 
though I muſt ſometimes be excuſed from ad- 
mitting his cures for facts; when it appears, 
either that the diſorders were ſo ſlight, that they 
might very well be ſuppoſed to go off of them- 
ſelves, (as is often known in much worſe caſes 
than many of the Doctor's hiſtories are) or that 
the remedies, he aſcribes the cures to, are by no 
means adequate to ſuch effects. But is it a con- 
ſideration of no importance, whether bleeding 
or purging are ever needful in painful diſtem- 

| & pers 
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pers or not, becauſe the Doctor will not allow 
them to be neceſſary, unleſs there is either a 
ſanguine or a lymphatic pletbhora? Is it of no 
moment to aſk, whether no pains in the head, 
no inflammations of the eyes, no quinſeys, no 
bilious colics, no nephritic diſorders, &c. require 
bleeding? The Doctor indeed has told ſome 
caſes of theſe diſtempers, and boaſts that he 
cured them without bleeding. But many of 
his caſes were ſuch as evidently did not require 
it, as appears either from the lightneſs of the 
diſorders, or the time and ſtate of the diſcaſes 
when the Doctor was firſt called, or other cir- 
cumſtances of the patients: ſo that nobody 
would have thought of bleeding in thoſe parti- 
cular caſes any more than the Doctor, as 1 have 
ſaid in my letter. Why then does the Doctor 
boaſt of curing without bleeding, where it was 
either quite unneceſſary or even improper? If 
the Doctor's patients under quinſeys, which 
were in a ſtate of ſuppuration before the Doctor 
ſaw them, did well without bleeding, (which 
nobody would have preſcribed at that time of 
the diſeaſe) does it follow that bleeding is never 
neceſſary in a quinſey; or that it is a queſtion 
of no moment, whether bleeding is not proper 
at the beginning of that diſeaſe, in order to pre- 
vent the danger of a ſuppuration or-of a morti- 
cation? Is it of no importance to afk the 
Doctor whether purging is never neceſſary in 
any colics, becauſe ſome flight caſes of them 
from wind, c. may be cured or go off with- 
out it: or whether in a violent colic, proceed- 
ing from a load of hardened or acrid fœces in 
the bowels, we muſt not purge to relieve and 
ſecure the patient, till we have calculated whe- 
ther he has any lymph to ſpare and how much, 

8 becauſe 
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becauſe the Doctor forbids purging when the 

antity of lymph does not exceed the ſtandard of 
Jalth, and alſo tells of ſome pains in the ſto- 
mach and bowels, which he has cured without 
purging ? Are enquiries of this ſort to be called 
cavils and queſtions of no moment? The Doc- 
tor may perhaps think it of no moment to him- 
ſelf to anſwer them, or rather of moment not to 
anſwer them; but ſurely it concerns the health 


and welfare of mankind, ſo far as the Doctor's 


book can be known, to have theſe queſtions 
fairly and fully anſwered: One would ſuppoſe, 
the Doctor does not intend, that any of his 
friends ſhould read what is written againſt him, 
but depend upon him to tell them what is right 
and what is wrong, what objections or queſtions, 
about any of his notions, are of moment and 
what are not. And indeed it is too much the 


here and there ſuch paſſages as he likes beſt to 
anſwer, and overlook the reſt, or elſe to tell his 
readers, that they are miſrepreſentations and ca- 
vils, or queſtions of no moment to be anſwer- 
ed. Thus, in his reply to the remarks of the 
authors of the Review, he takes notice of what 
he pleaſes, and omits the reſt; though he is 
ſure never to paſs over any thing ſaid in his fa- 
vour, even if it means no more, than that ſuch a 
paſſage is well enough or has nothing amiſs in 
it. But when thoſe gentlemen ſay (doubtleſs 
without any deſigned reflection on the Doctor, 
as being unacquainted with his other works) a 
thing which ſounds more harſh, than any thing 
elſe which they or I have ſaid in all our contro- 
verſy with the Doctor, namely, that . fſurely 
% no Phyſician in his ſenſes ever dreamed of 
++" bliſters being indicated in the bleeding ſmall- 
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„or in hzmoptoes; great hæmorrh 

60 « From the noſe, uterus, Sc.“ the Boctor in 
his reply to them $ It over in ſilence. And 
when I repeat it from them in my letter, (with 
a proper apology for thoſe gentlemen) till the 
Doctor does not think fit to take any notice of 
it: though at the ſame time, rather than own 
he has ever preſcribed wrong, he undertakes to 
vindicate his Inn lication of bliſters, even 
in ſome of the mit deſperate cafes of the 

bleeding ſmall-pox, as we — ſeen. | 

I ſhall ſay nothing more about the Doctor's 
book on the Plague, till he has anſwered what 
I have ſaid in my letter. 

We proceed therefore to his Com ndium of 
the Practice of Phyfick. Here the or tells 
me, that I Save not made any objeftion 10 bis 
Jem in general, nor to the diſpofition"'of it's 

It is true, for I did not intend to write 
bye of Phyſic in anfwer to the Doctor's 
ſyſtem. Whether the Doctor's theories, or ac- 
counts of the cauſes of  difeaſes, are founded on 
hypothefes, or grounded on, and ſupported by the 
real flate a things, I ſhall not enquire any fur- 
ther, till the Doctor proves ſatisfactorily, what 
he thinks he has already proved, that t ; cauſes 
of diſeafes aſſigned by him do really fubfiſt in 
bodies under thoſe diſeaſes: and in the mean 
time I ſhall reter to what I have ſaid in my 
letter on this head. Nor ſhall I add any thing, 
to what have there obſerved, about the Doctor's 
manner of talking of morbid qualities in the 
blood and other flurds, but ſubmit that and his 
partial unfair way of quoting my words to the 
reader: to whom alſo. I ſhall leave it to judge, 

whether I know or believe any fuch thing as 25 

i 
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hid qualities, which the Doctor would inſinuate 

The Doctor in the next place comes to reply 
to what I had ſaid about his lectures. I had ob- 
ſerved that he propoſed to teach the whole prac- 
tice of Phyſic—the neceſſary. medical knowledge — 
with an account of effeftual medicines for turing 
the various diſeaſes incident to human bodies, as 
well as other matters requifite to a right and ſuc- 
teſsful manner of prattifing Phyfiek : and that 
the Doctor ſaid, he had been enabled ſo to treat 
on the ſeveral things relating to the practice of 
Phyfick, as to go through the whole in eight 
weeks, 1. e. in twenty-four lectures. This I own 
appeared to me to be a very extraordinary un- 
dertaking; and upon the ſuppoſition that the 
Doctor was able to do all this, he muſt have 
been enabled ſo as never any other man was. 
I did not chooſe to enter into a grave formal 
irgtitnent with the Doctor, to ſhew that the 
undertaking was too great; to alledge the time 
and labour, that are neceſſary to acquire ſuch a 
knowledge of theſe things, as other Phyſicians 
uſually arrive at; or the number of lectures 
that are ordinarily given by other Profeſſors, 
who teach Phyſic in a regular way, and yet do 
not teach the whole of it. For what perfortn- 
ance is too great if a man is enabled accordin 
ly? I could not therefore, upon this fuppbR- 
tion, help congratulating all young men, who 
were ſtudying Phyſic, on the ſhort and eaſy 
method, by which they were to be duly qua- 
lified for practice; and even propoſing. ſome 
advantage to myſelf and all my brethren, as 1 
22 none of us are too old to learn, or 

ve attained ſuch perfection in the art, but that 
we ſhould ſtill be glad to learn effefual medi- 


cines 
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cines for curing various diſeaſes, and alſo many 
other matters requiſite to a right and ſucceſ5fu] 
manner of - pratiiing - Phyſic. Big with this 
thought, I own, I could not but ſmile at the 
imagination, . of ſeeing the whole College ga- 
thered together around the Doctor, and atten- 
tively. liſtening to his dictates, 

The Doctor tells me, that all my banters and 
ridicules on this ſubject have no foundation; and 
that I have only derided pbantoms of my own 
making. The foundation that I had was not 
only the words before quoted, but that the Doc- 
tor had alſo propoſed, ſo to qualify his pupils, as 
that they ſhould be capable f paſſing under an 
ample * examination, to the ſatisfaction f their 
examiners, and alſo of pratiifing Phyſic in ſuch a 
manner, as with the bleſſing of Gd will be happy 
for the fick who ſhall employ them. This ſurely 
is a great undertaking z and that teacher, who 
can really communicate ſo much knowledge in 
ſo ſhort a compaſs, as to fit * perſons intending to 
att as Phyſicians, for a right and ſucceſeful per- 
formance of the ſervice, in the ſpace of tour 
weeks, (to which the Doctor has now reduced 
his courſe) or even in eight weeks according to 
the Doctor's firſt plan, muſt without all doubt 
have been enabled in a very uncommon manner. 
The Doctor replies, it cannot reaſonably be con- 
cluded, that he deſigned or pretended to treat on 
all things defireable or needful to be known to an 
accompliſhed Phyſician ; but that he intended his 
lectures for the benefit of thoſe who have not time 
to go through a courſe of proper ſtudies. How- 
ever he ſtill u owns, his deſign was to inſtruct 


- 


t © Lobb's Compend, Letter firſt. : Medic. Princ. & 
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ſo far, as to enable a man to form right notions of 
diſeaſes,” and of the errors to be avoided, and of 
the means Proper for the cure of them. Whe- 
ther the Doctor will pleaſe, to call a man thus 
qualified an accompliſhed Phyſician or not, I 
muſt leave to him : but I believe every one 
will allow ſuch a man to be a good Phyſician. 
And if the Doctor only intended his lectures 
for ſuch as had not time to go through a pro- 
per courſe of ſtudies, how came he to invite 
young Phyſicians * alſo to become his pupils; 
as they muſt be ſuppoſed to have gone through 
a courſe of proper ſtudies, and to have paſſed 
under an ample examination? Does not ſuch an 
invitation ſuppoſe, that their education, what- 
ever it has been-before, may ſtill be rendered 
more compleat by attending his lectures? And 
if that 1s the caſe, where is the abſurdity of my 
imagining, that even old Phyſicians might be- 
come yet wiſer by the Doctor's inſtructions ; 
eſpecially as he ſeems to pretend to enablings, and 
ſecrets from heaven more than any of us do, 
and actually profeſſes to teach ſuch neceſſary me- 
dical knowledge, as is not to be learned from 
Hippocrates, Galen, &c. to ſhew how to avoid 
errors, to treat of effeftual medicines for curing 
the various di ſorders of the human body, and ſuch 
other matters as are requifite to a right and ſuc- 
ceſsful practice? Therefore let but the Doctor 
make good his pretenſions, and I doubt not but 
(as J have ſaid in my letter) we ſhall all attend 
his next courſe of lectures. 2 
The next chapter in the Doctor's reply is a- 
bout bleeding women who are with child. If 
the Doctor had treated this ſubject before as he 


See Lobb's Compend. Letter the firſt. , 
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from a woman with child; and that as the quan- 
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has done now, .my controverſy With him in my 
letter had been ſhortened, though not prevented. 
His doctrine is leſs wrong now than it was be- 
fore, and yet I think it ſtill very wrong and 
dangerous in it's conſequences. The Doctor 
had laid it down in his Compendium as a gene- 
ral rule, that it is always improper to take blood 


lity of the blood in a woman with child is never 
more than it ought to be, ſo the diminiſping it's 
quantity muſt produce ill effects. And he had en- 
deavoured to impreſs this notion ſtrongly on 
the mind of every woman, who ſhould read his 
Compendium, (which, as well as his other books, 
is contrived to be uſeful in families) and even put 


words into her mouth, to ſay to the perſon that 


ſhould adviſe bleeding for her when with child, 
that ſo ſhe might ſecure herſelf from being miſ- 
managed. This I thought one of the moſt er- 
roneous and dangerous doctrines, that eyer was 
advanced by any writer in Phyſic, or taught by 
any Profeſſor to his pupils: though it is a doc- 
trine ſo contrary to every body's experience, 
that I appealed to the good women to decide 
this part of the controverſy between us. He 
now tells us, that it is @ general rule and à true 
one, that bleeding a woman with child is very in- 
proper, but allows that it may admit of ſome ex- 
ceptions. I am glad to hear of any exceptions, 
for his former poſition was abſolute, that it muſt 
produce ill effects. The Doctor now grants, 
that a woman in the beginning of her preg- 
nancy may have a plethora, which his former 
words, never more than it ought to be, repreſent as 
impoſſible. A man ſhould be extremely care- 
ful, how he lays down general rules, eſpecially 
in matters of ſo great conſequence as this * 
an 
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and addreſſed to ſuch readers. He ſhould con- 
ſider well what exceptions they may be liable to, 
and what limitations are neceſſary to make his 
rules right: and the man that does thus conſi- 
der, will, I believe, lay down very few abſolute 
general rules in Phyſic, or at leaſt very few that 
can be of any uſe. The judgment of a Phy- 
ſician lies in nicely diſtinguiſhing the circum- 
ſtances of patients, in order to determine, how far 
ſuch rules, as are moſt general, are applicable to 

icular caſes. The Doctor goes on to tell * 
us, that he ſpeaks of women in the progreſs of 
their pregnancy, and never intended it, as incluſive 
of all women in the firſt days, or weeks after con- 
ception : and he ſtill thinks the opinion right of all 
women, after the fatus is grown enough to take 
the ſurplus of it's mother*s blood. The Doctor 
ſhould have made this diſtinction betore; or 
elſe who could gueſs that this was his meaning, 
or that ever he would allow upon any occaſion, 
that a woman ſhould be blooded after ſhe could 
know ſhe was with child? So likewiſe, though 
the Doctor now pretends, that bleeding women 
with child is recommended by his firſt principle, 
of taking away blood whenever there is an ex- 
ceſs of it, yet how could his readers poſſibly 
underſtand that principle to extend to this caſe, 
or imagine that the Doctor ever had ſuch a 
thought, after being ſo expreſsly told by him, 
that pregnant women never have any exceſs of 
blood? How hard is it for the Doctor to own 
he has ever made a miſtake ? Rather than do 
this, he claims a privilege of explaining his 
words in what ſenſe he pleaſes, how different ſo- 


Sed 879. 


— H ever 


[50 ] 


ever it be from the . meaning of them. 
If a man is to be indulged this liberty, there i; 
an end of all argument, ſince it is hardly poſ- 
ſible to prove he has ever been in the wrong, 
if he knows how to ſhift it, and to explain him- 
ſelf right at laſt. Whether the Doctor has 
been in this one inſtance influenced by Boer. 
haave's doctrine, (which I referred him to, and 
he has now quoted with approbation in his re- 

ly) or his opinion was the ſame before, he 
— beſt. Thus far however, I think, we 
may conclude from his words above recited, 
whatever the Doctor's opinion was, that he did 
not, at the time of writing, think of any ex- 
ceptions, that he did not advert, that there were 
any inſtances of pregnant women being pletho- 
ric, or any caſes wherein it was proper to bleed 
them: and therefore I ſhould hope he would 
allow it was right, that I happened to call for 
his explanation ; in order to prevent his readers 
from underſtanding him in ſuch a ſenſe, as muſt 
(according to his preſent conceſſion) lead them 
into dangerous practice. For though the Doc- 
tor ſays in his reply to me, that he writes ſo 
much on this article, becauſe of the vaſt impor- 
tance of the ſubject, and to prevent the dęſtructive 
conſequences of an indiſcriminate uſe of blood- 
letting among women with child, he muſt allow, 
that in his Compendium, he had written in ſuch 
a manner, as to prevent the uſe of bleeding 
them altogether. Whether the Doctor would 
inſinuate by this, that I had ſaid any thing in 
my letter, tending to favour an indiſcriminate 
ule of it in this caſe I cannot tell. But, if. he 
had any meaning of this ſort, I ſhall only refer 
our readers to that letter to be fully ſatisfied 


that I have not: unleſs by an indiſcriminate uſe 


of 


I 
* 
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of blood-letting, the Doctor means only the 
doing of it without a due regard to his diſtinc- 
tion of the times of pregnancy, in which he 
thinks it proper or improper ; for in that ſenſe 
of the word I own I am for an indiſcriminate 
uſe of it, whenever circumſtances ſeem to me to 
require it ; whereas the ſenſe in which I diſclaim #0 
an indiſcriminate uſe of it is, that I am not for Þ 
cribing it alike in all caſes and conſtitutions, Ii 
uſe, while it does great good to one woman, 14 
it may do great harm to another in the ſame peri- 
od of pregnancy; of which I have ſaid enough 
in my letter. The Doctor indeed tells us, that 
an exceſs can only ſubſiſt (even in plethoric bodies) 
during the very firſt months after conception, and 
that it ſpontaneouſly ceaſes, as ſoon as the fetus 
is large enough to take up the ſurplus of it's mo- 
ther blood. He alſo concludes, that if a wo- 
man has been two or three months pregnant, there | 
is no occaſion for bleeding ber to remove an exceſs ; 
of the blood, though ſhe is in danger Y of miſcar- YN 
rying. So that the Doctor ſeems to be ſtill as þ 
much againſt bleeding after the third month of 
pregnancy, as he was before during the whole 
time. But how can the Doctor tell, that the 
fœtus will be grown enough by the end of the 
third month, to take up the ſurplus of it's mo- 
ther's blood, or at what time it will be fo 
grown? Will that time always be the ſame in 
all women of all conſtitutions? Have not fome 
women more blood than a foetus can ever poſ- 
fibly take? And may there not be indiſpenſible 
reaſons for bleeding after the third month, with- 
out any regard to the ſize of the fœtus; even 
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though, according to the Doctor's fears, it 
ſhould. not only endanger, but actually procure 
abortion ; if the circumſtances of the cafe are 
ſuch, that by the miſcarriage the mother's life 
may be ſaved, when otherwiſe both mother and 
foetus muſt be loſt ? At leaſt other Phyſicians 
think, that, after the third month, there may hap- 
pen to be as much occaſion for bleeding as be- 
fore that time; that pregnant women may ſtand 
in need of it for the ſame reaſons that other pa- 
tients do, and alſo from ſome circumſtances pe- 
culiar to their condition; as the Doctor may 
ſee in the aphoriſms of Boerhaave, which follow 
thoſe he quotes. Whether the Doctor will ever 
alter his mind any further or not, and come to 
extend his time for bleeding beyond the third 
month, I cannot tell. But, whether he can be 
convinced or not, I need not ſtand to prove, 
that women with child may be blooded ſafely 
after the third month, becauſe every body knows 
it from numberleſs inſtances. And that it is 
not only ſafe, but alſo very expedient, and even 
neceſſary in a great many caſes, all Phyſicians, 
that I know of, except Dr Lobb, are fully per- 
ſuaded both from reaſon and daily experience. 
They think the true rule is, that pregnant wo- 
men ſhould be blooded at any time, when cir- 
cumſtances require it, when it appears to be the 
leaſt evil, or that there is leſs hazard from doing 
it than from omitting it; and whether a woman 
has too much blood, or no more than the uſual 
quantity in a ſtate of health, or even too little, 
without any regard to the ſize of the fœt s, in 
every period of pregnancy, from the time of 
conception to the hour of delivery. 
As to the Doctor's manner of writing, 
which he makes the ſubject of a chapter, I _ 
ont & 14 a 
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add but little to what I have ſaid in my letter on 
this head. The Doctor ſays, he cannot be 
reckoned a dogmatical writer, becauſe he aſſigns 
reaſons and arguments in ſupport of his notions: 
But what if lome-of his reaſens and arguments 
are only ſuch notions as need further reaſons 
to ſupport them, and yet the Doctor inſiſts up- 
on them as clear and demonſtrative, and ex K 
his readers ſhould be convinced by them, whe- 
ther they are able to ſee the force of them 
or not? However, if any proper judge, who 
has read all the Doctor's works, will determine 
againſt me, that I have injured him in ſaying; 
his writings have full enough of a dogmartical 
magiſterial air, I will aſk his pardon tor it in 
any manner he pleaſes. Which I will alſo do, 


if the Doctor proves, that I have ſaid things of 


him which are not true in any inſtance, and par- 
ticularly when I repreſent him as adviſing pa- 
tients to argue with their Phyſicians, and teach- 
ing the patients of all the reſt of the faculty to 
diſobey their directions. I am willing to ſubmit 
this queſtion to any ' impartial reader, who will 
compare what I ſay in my letter, with thoſe 
parts of the Doctor's books which I refer to, 
and with his reply, ſect. 899, Sc. What is the 
ſupport of this charge againſt me but a quibble? 
The Doctor pretends, that what he teaches his 
readers there is only to be urged againſt igno- 
rant medical adviſers. - But if his inſtructions 
and arguments are good, will they not be ap- 
plicable, and will not his readers juſtly under- 
ſtand, that they ought to apply them to Phyſi- 
cians too, whenever they adviſe bleeding and 
purging where the Doctor teaches that thoſe 


evacuations are wrong, and ſhould not be com- 


plied with if directed by other practitic ners? 
ae | Can 


* 


— — —— 


1 541 


Can any * a plainer conſequence than 
this, that, if bleeding and purging are always 
umproper in cutaneous diſtempers, and in all 
where the Doctor diſallows of them, they muſt 
be wrong when preſcribed by a Phyſician, as 
well as when adviſed by another perſon; and 
therefore that the Phyſicians advice ought to be 
rejected and diſobeyed equally with the others? 
And when the Doctor bids his readers refuſe to 
be blooded or purged in cutaneous diſtempers, 
and-give this reaſon for their refuſal, that thoſe 
evacuations can no more amend the quality of 
their blood, than drawing off ſome gallons of hard 
or * ſour ale out of a veſſel can mend what re- 
mains in it: when he puts that expoſtulation 
againſt bleeding into the mouth of a woman 
with child, which I quoted in-my letter : when 
he warns all his readers not #o conſent * to an 
evacuation, when it is lite to be pernicious to 
them in it's conſequences, they themſelves being 
judges of that likelihood, by the knowledge 
they have received from his books: I ſay when 
theſe are his inſtructions to his readers, does he 
not in effect, and by the plaineſt conſequences, 
both teach them to argue with their Phyſicians 
and to diſobey the directions of all the reſt of 
the faculty, if they happen to differ from the 
Doctor in theſe points? I think, the only way 
for the Doctor to make good this charge againſt 
me is, by ſhewing that there are any Phyſicians 
beſides himſelf, who never preſeribe bleeding in 
cutaneous diſtempers, or for women with child, 
at leaſt after the third month, or in any caſes 
where his doctrine repreſents it as dangerous. 


Compend. Letter ſecond. 2 Medic, Princ. & 
\ Cant: ſect. 172. | 
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And, when the Doctor has done this, I will 
make the proper exceptions, and acknowledge, 
that I ought not to have ſaid, he teaches diſo- 
bedience to all the reſt of the faculty, but only 
that he teaches it to ſo many of them, as do not 
agree with him in opinion in theſe matters. 

We come next to the Doctor's hiſtories of 
caſes, which the Doctor is pleaſed to make the 
ſub of a diſtinct chapter, though both he 
and I have often had occaſion to mention them 
in the courſe of our argument; and therefore 
can hardly treat of them Ich without ſome 
repetitions. The Doctor ſays, I have laboured 
much to diſcredit them, but that I have not, and 
cannot diſprove the truth of them. He adds; 
facts are ſolid immutable things, like mountains, 
which cannot be overthrown: and that his hiſto- 
ries are honeſt narratives of the caſes related in 
them. I grant that there is no arguing againſt 
facts, which we either know to be ſo, or find in 
ſuch hiſtories as are firmly eſtabliſhed upon pro- 
per evidence in all their circumſtances : but if 
any part of a ſtory is deficient in evidence, we 
can never be obliged to admit the whole of it 
as a fact. I never doubted the truth of the 
Doctor's hiſtories, ſo far as they are plain nar- 
ratives of facts; but I have often been diſſa- 
tisfied with his concluſions, drawn too haſtily, 
from too few examples, and thoſe not always to 
be admitted. Honeſty is eſſential to good hiſ- 
tories of the caſes of patients, but judgment al- 
ſo is as neceſſary to write them properly. I al- 
low the Doctor's hiſtories for facts ſo far as that 
the patients had ſuch complaints, and that they 
recovered ; but I cannot always admit his cures 
for facts too, (as I have ſaid before) becauſe 1 
think he often aſcribes effects to inſufficient cau- 


ſes, 
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ſes, when he imputes the recovery of patients 
to ſuch medicines, as are ſo trifling either in 
their virtue or in their doſes, that they cannot 
reaſonably be ſuppoſed to have had much, if 
any efficacy at all towards the cures. I have 
quoted ſome examples of this fort, and might 
quote more if it was neceſſary. The or 
would not allow the like concluſions to be good 
from other people. If he would, he may hear 
of a thouſand facts from nurſes and common 
people (honeſtly related according to their judg- 
ment) of cures performed by charms, and ſuch 
other things as the Doctor himſelf muſt believe 
to be of no efficacy. He will not admit of our 
cures by evacuations for facts, if they ſeem con- 
trary to his notions; but reckons there muſt 
have been a plethora, either ſanguine or lym- 
phatic, in all caſes where evacuations contri- 
buted towards the recovery, and that, where 
there was no plethora, the patients had rather a 
lucky eſcape out of our hands, than any aſſiſt- 


ance towards their recovery. I am indeed very 


ſenſible, that the Doctor and I ſhall never ſet- 
tle the affair of evacuations to our mutual ſa- 
tisfaction. For though I thus far agree with 
the Doctor, that bleeding may do infinite miſ- 
chief, when directed improperly by ignorant per- 
ſons, yet I appeal to all proper judges between 
us, whether there are not innumerable patients 
in inflammatory caſes, (which are the principal 
diſeaſes where we deſire large and repeated 
bleedings) who ſuffer greatly or die for want of 
bleeding in time, or in a ſufficient quantity, to 
one that is hurt by too large bleeding in the be- 
ginning of thoſe caſes. But the Doctor's hiſto- 
ries are all facts, and he continually appeals to 
them as proofs of his doctrine, that all rare- 
& | factions 
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factions of the blood, all fevers, painful diſtem- 

Sc. may be cured without evacuations if 
there be no plethora. If he tells a caſe or two, 
though ever ſo ſlight, (and truly ſome of his 
caſes are ſo ſlight, that they are facts rather like 
mole- hills than mountains, as I have ſhewn in 
my letter) of any particular fever or painful 
diſtemper, where the patients recovered without 
evacuations, he boaſts of them, and reckons 
them proofs that every diſorder of that kind 
may be removed by the ſame means, unleſs 
there be a plethora accidentally joined with it; 
for if that happens the Doctor does bleed, 
though not becauſe the patient has a fever, not as 
a means to cure the fever, which, depending on 
a morbid quality, the Doctor ſays may be cured 
without bleeding, but becauſe he has too much 
blood. This argument of the Doctor's, that, 
becauſe ſome have recovered under his care 
without evacuations, therefore all patients in 
thoſe diſeaſes may likewiſe recover without 
them, and conſequently thoſe evacuations are 
not neceſſary, may, as I have told him in my 
letter, be urged with equal ſtrength againſt all 
his favourite medicines, and indeed againſt all 
medicines whatſoever, in order to prove that 
none of them are neceſſary : becauſe there have 
been inſtances of patients recovering from moſt 


diſeaſes, 'or at leaſt from much worſe caſes than 


a great part of the Doctor's hiſtories are, with- 
out any help from medicine at all. 

The Doctor ſays, ſect. 922, 923, that, in re- 
lation to bis hiſtories of patients under fevers, 1 
repreſent by far the greateſt part of them (/ in 
number) to be in as little danger as can well be 
imagined in fevers of ſuch and ſuch denominations : 


and 
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for I give none. I gave no reaſon (as the Doctor 


not at all concerned at it. I am for practiſing 


be the man, I ſhall be ready to honour him as 
ſuch: ſo far am I from envying him the credit 
of his cures, or any glory that is juſtly due to 


to be accounted among the very worſt of men, 
and as a peſt of human ſociety. For any fur- 
ther notice of the Doctor's hiſtories I refer to 


eſſe nimia & feſtinatio & voluptas ſolet, Cel 


cap. 4. 
1 


hance their own gain or apparent ſkill, (as 
ſeems to be inſinuated in the quotation, though 
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and be cannot conceive am reaſon for my opinion, 


calls it) becauſe there wanted none, as the Doc. 
tor's own readers of his reply might have ſeen, 
if he had 1 fit to quote my whole ſen. 
tence. I appea ed to thoſe who are judges of 
diſeaſes, referring them to the Doctor's book, 
and ſurely there was no occaſion to give reaſons 
to them. If they condemn me for ſaying ſo, 
Jam contented to bear the ſhame of giving a 
wrong account of the Doctor's hiſtories in that 
book. As for the Doctor's merry quotation 
from Sir John Colebatch, about expeditious 
cures, and keeping a patient long in hand, I am 


as far as poſſible by the old rule, tuto, celeriter, 
et jucunde®; and I eſteem him the beſt Phyſi- 
cian, who has moſt ſucceſs in this method of 
practice. It Dr Lobb can prove himſelf to 


him. And if there are any Phyſicians, who 
deſignedly keep patients a long time in hand, and 
in continual danger of their lives, in order to en- 


I hope there is not one ſuch) they certainly ought 


b Aſclepiades officium eſſe medici dicit, ut tuto, ut ce- 
leriter, ut jucunde curet. Id votum eſt: ſed fere . 
. 3. 
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my letter; and eſpecially to the Poſtſcript on the 
manner of writing caſes of particular patients. 
Iwill only obſerve that the Doctor's remark (in 
a note to his 918th ſect.) on a paſſage he cites 
from this ſcript, by which he endeavours to 
fix a glaring abſurdity upon me, is ſuch a pal- 


= 


able cavil, that it deſerves no anſwer. And if 
was to make a circumſtantial reply, to that 
and every the like objection and ſhuffle of the 
Doctor's, in a long formal way of aſſigning 


advance, which the Doctor ſeems to require, I 
had need to write a very bulky volume, in the 
room of a {mall pamphlet. The Doctor con- 
cludes the note with ſaying, It is ſufficient to 


juſtify the publiſhing any hiſtory, if it may any 


way be uſeful to others. 1 appeal to the public, 


whether I have not fully ſhewn in my letter, 


that ſome of the Doctor's hiſtories cannot any 
way be uſeful to others, and therefore, accord- 
ing to his own argument, whether ſuch hiſtories 
ought not to have been omitted. | | 

We come at laſt to the Doctor's chapter of 
conclufion. Whether the Doctor has confidered 
the moſh material things contained in my letter, as 
he ſays, and in what manner he has conſidered 
them, I leave every able and impartial reader to 
judge. Let the fame perſons alſo determine, 
whether my letter be a ludicrous performance, 
unbecoming a Gentleman, a man of candour, and 
a good man, unbecoming the ſubjeth, and unbecom- 


ing the profeſſion of Phyfick: and whether the 


ar or I have written moſt unbecomingly in 


© T obb's reply, ſet. 924. 


* 


reaſons and arguments for every propoſition 1 


* all 


_ falſe, and a deſigned perverſion of my mean- 
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all theſe reſ which of us have: made the 
moſt ' grounaleſs remarks, or been guilty of the 
moſt and the groſſeſt miſrepreſentations. If | 
have in any one inſtance given a wrong turn to 
the Doctor's meaning, I can only ſay it was 
without deſign, and I am ſorry for it. Let the 
Doctor clear himſelf as well, as to his manner of 
quoting my words, and his imputations to me 
in his reply. Let him clear himſelf and all his 
friends, from that moſt glaring and ſcandalous 
miſrepreſentation of me, publiſhed in the 
monthly catalogue of Books of the Gentleman's 
Magazine for 3 laſt, a few days after 
my letter came out. I appeal to every ſenſible 
and unbiaſſed reader, whether thoſe remarks, 
on ſome diſmembered ſentences and ſcra 

quoted from my letter, were not known to 


ing, by the perſon that wrote them, whoever 
he was: whether the writer of them was not 
afraid of light and truth when they were againſt 
Dr Lobb, and did not manifeſtly intend to pre- 
judice the readers of that monthly news-paper 
againſt my letter, in order to prevent their 
reading it. What reward Mr Urban had from 
the Doctor or his friend for publiſhing thoſe 
remarks, and for obſtinately refuſing to publiſh 
a reply to them in any of his ſubſequent Maga- 
Zines, is beſt known to themſelves. But, as it 
appears that the Doctor has, either by himſelf 
or by ſome of his friends, ſuch a connection 
s with and influence over that monthly editor, 

4 This is further evident from the flouriſh upon the 
Doctor's reply in the Magazine for March: which is writ- 


ten with almoſt as much falſehood, apd impoſition upon the 
ignorant readers of the Magazine, as the remarks on the 


letter to Dr Lobb in September ; and both with the ſame 
view of ſerving the Doctor. 


one 
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one might expect that the Doctor, with all his 


religion, ſhould be willing to teach him his 
duty as a fair compiler, and to let him know. 


that it is but a piece of common juſtice, for him 
to be ready to publiſh both' ſides of a queſtion. 
What notice will be taken of this defence by the 
ſame writer and publiſher I know not. I would 
however adviſe all concerned, to have ſome 

d to truth and juſtice, for their own ſakes. 
And, if they will ſpeak truly and fairly, let 
them ſay what they pleaſe, or what they can of 


It. 
As to the Doctor's charge of perſonal and 
' ſpiteful ſatyr, and of a deſęn to wound his repu- 
tation and prejudice his practice, I ſhall defer any 
anſwer, till the Doctor either attempts, to prove 
me to be of a diabolical temper delighting in 
miſchief, or to ſhew how I can propoſe any 
private advantage to myſelf by prejudicing his 
practice: the latter of which, at leaſt, I am 
uaded he will never undertake. I have not 
aid any thing againſt the Doctor's notions or 
practice from hearſay, I have not dealt in anec- 
dotes, but have quoted his own words. And if 
a man will ſcatter many vain and filly things 
throughout his writings, which ſtare him in the 
face when collected together; he muſt blame 
_ himſelf for publiſhing ſuch things, rather than 
the perſon who points them out, whatever the 

conſequences may happen to be. g 
The Doctor tells me, I have made him the 
ſubjett of my ridicule, for his praying and ſeeking 
to God, and for his acknowledging the divine 
_ bleſſing to him. In this the Doctor either 
miſtakes or miſrepreſents me. If 1 ridicule him 
at all on theſe heads, it is not for his praying to 


God, 


— 
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may do it very innocently, as having no wro 
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God, or his acknowledging the divine bleſſing, 
or for any thing that 1s truly religious, but for 
talking ſo much about his own prayers, and im- 
puting ſuch effects to them as cannot be grant- 
ed, and for miſapplying the divine bleſſing, 
Let the Doctor write pertinently about any 


point of Religion, and he will never be 


ed, much leſs ridiculed by me. True Re- 
igion can never be the ſubject of ridicule; but 
a man may make himſelf ridiculous by talkin 
abſurdly about Religion, or by introducing an 


mixing it improperly with other ſubjects. And 


when this is the caſe, it is the man who talks in 
this manner that expoſes Religion, (though he 


intention) not another who juſtly ridicules him 
for his abſurdity. I am apt to think the Doctor 
himſelf might ſmile at any man, and look upon 
him as ridiculous, if he ſhould attempt to con- 
fute the Doctor's fundamental principles by ima- 
ginary revelations and miracles, and pretend, 
in confirmation of his notions and practice, to a 
larger ſhare of the divine bleſſing than the Doc- 
tor has met with. If a Phyſician, in his medi- 
cal writings, tells us much about his prayers, 
and the great efficacy of them, as alſo that ſuch 
an extraordinary portion of the divine bleſſing 
has attended his practice, as to procure him a 
long and happy ſeries of ſucceſſes, inſomuch that 
very few of his patients in proportion have died 
though this may be nothing more than the over- 
flowings of devotion from a pious ſoul, joined 
with ſome degree of frail conceit and partiality 
to his own notions, yet, in the common eſtima- 
tion of the world, it ſeems to carry ſo much of 
a Phariſaical air with it, that his piety had need 

n to 


\ 
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to be well known, in order to ſuppoſe him free 
from all manner of worldly- defigns, in thus 
bliſhing his devotion and ſucceſs. He may 
wever (and doubtleſs he does) think, that 
ſuch a view is conſiſtent with his Religion, eſpe- 
cially as the good of mankind is propoſed as 
well as his own : otherwiſe he would have been 
contented to leave it to his works to praiſe him, 
to truſt to his ſucceſſes to proclaim the ſuperior 
merit of his practice, and humbly to expreſs his 
pious and grateful acknowledgments to God in 
private. But let the intention of writing in this 
manner be purely religious, without the leaſt 
aim at ſecular advantage; let a man be ever ſo 
fully perſuaded himſelf, that his knowledge 
comes from heaven in anſwer to his prayers, and 
that his ſucceſs, in the practice of Phyſic, is 
owing to an extraordinary interpoſition in his 
tavour, above what is granted to others; every 
wiſe man, who ſhall happen to read thoſe books, 
(which were written for the ignorant and for 
the uſe of families) will take the freedom to 
judge, whether the effects are anſwerable to the 
cauſe they are aſcribed to, whether the favours 
faid to be granted are worthy of the ſuppoſed 
divine original. þ hag: 
If a man inſinuates that an extraordinary 
bleſſing attends his preſcriptions above others, 
he pays himſelf indeed a great compliment; 
but does he not at the ſame time (though not 
. N derogate from the honour of his 
Maker? Does he not repreſent the Parent of 
the Univerſe as arbitrary and partial in his fa- 
vours, as granting his bleſſing for the ſake of 
the Doctor more than of the patients? Beſides, 
when we ſpeak of the divine bleſſing, it * 
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be ſuppoſed that there are proper objects of it, 
both with regard to the patient's caſe and to the 
means that are uſed. For, if the caſe is trifling, 
and ſuch as would go off without aſſiſtance, 
then there is no need of any means to be uſed, 
much leſs of any divine interpoſition to make 
them ſucceſsful. And if the means uſed, for 
the recovery of a patient from any violent diſ- 
eaſe, are not proper for the caſe; if they have 
either no virtue at all, or are not equal to the 
propoſed effect, an extraordinary divine inter- 
poſition in ſuch a caſe may more properly be 
called a miracle than a bl The divine 
bleſſing ſuppoſes the organs of-the body in a 
condition to be operated upon, and that both 
food and medicines are to act according to their 
natural qualities: what is more than this is mi- 
raculous. Thus, when a cure is imputed to a 
charm, or any other imaginary cauſe which ſu- 
perſtition dictates, as is common with the vul- 
ar; or to ſomething taken as a medicine but 
fly ſo accounted; or to ſo ſmall a doſe of a 


2 


real medicine as cannot poſſibly have any ef- 

fect: if there is a divine interpoſition in any of 

theſe caſes, it muſt R the whole of the 
u 


cure, ſince by the ſuppoſition there is nothing 
in theſe pretended means, that has any relation 
to or connection with a cure; nothing for the 


divine bleſſing to be ſuperadded to: ſo that the 


cure muſt be as much a miracle, as if nothing 
at all had been done by man. 


2 


In like manner, if knowledge 


. 
by Which it may be diftinguiſhed.” And if he 
gands no ſuch mark, he can neither know, nor 
ill he be eaſily perſuaded to believe, that there 
is any ground for ſuch pretenſions. He will be 
apt to fay with the Poet, ITY 
Nec Deus interſit, nifi dignus vindice nodus 
Inciderit: | 


_. When. ſecrets are ſaid to be revealed from the 
God of heaven, the very terms ſuppoſe ſome- 
thing unknown before, ſomething worthy to be 
known, and which could not be known in any 
other way. This was the caſe of the Prophet 
Daniel, in the ſtory from which the Doctor 
takes - his- firſt < Motto. Let the Doctor ſhew 


e There is a God in heaven that revealeth ſecrets. This 
was the DoQor's Motto to the firſt part of his Medical 
Principles and Cautions, and he has continued it in the ſe- 
cond and third parts. In this laſt part he has added a ſe- 
cond Motto defigned for me, and he more than once puts 
me in mind of it in the courſe of his reply: which is, 4// 
things whatſoever ye would that men ſhould do to you, do ye 
even ſo to them; for this is the Law and the Prophets. I 
acknowledge the obligation of this, (though I do not pre- 
ſume to claim any ſhare in the firſt) and no man, not even 
the Doctor himſelf, deſires more than I, to make it the 
rule of all his conduct. But I cannot apprehend, that it 
forbids controverting any opinions, which appear to me to 
be dangerous to the public, or, to uſe the or's words, 
which: manifeſtly tend to the prejudice of the ct. And it is 
plain the Doctor does not underſtand it to be a prohibition 
in this. caſe, when he is to oppoſe ; if he did, he would 
not have been ſo free in cenſuring the opinions of ſome 
great men, as to ſay, that o @ review of what are called 
arguments for blood-letting in the caſes where I think it im- 
proper, they teally. do not ſeem to deſerye the name of argu- 
ments, (Medical Princ. & Caut. Part 1. ſect. 155) becauſe 
this was doing as the Doctor does not like to be done unto. 
Though it muſt be owned, that as theſe authors were 
moſt of them if not all dead, they could neither reply, 
not have their practice prejudiced by the Doctor, however 
their reputation or memories may be wounded. 


ne If | 
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by his future writings that it is his cafe; and! 


will diſpute wich him no longer. He need not 
then be concerned at any attempt to ridicule his 
opinions ; becauſe if any author ſhould be weak 
and raſh enough to ſet about it, ſuch à writer 
will be ſure to expoſe himſelf, and not the Doc- 
tor. This is always the caſe with falſe ridicule: 
it recoils upon it's author, without at all hurting 
the perſon or the doctrine it was pointed at, 
So that no man, whoſe doctrine is reaſonable 
and true, (whether revealed from heaven or ac- 
quired in a natural way) need to be afraid to 


have it brought to this touchſtone to be tried; 


as it's purity will thereby be atteſted and con- 
firmed, and the trial will reflect honour upon 
the author of the doctrine, and ſhame and con- 
fuſion upon his adverſaries. Therefore I ap- 
prehend, I have no occaſion to aſk the Doctor's 


pardon, for making uſe of ridicule in ſuch points, 
as I thought would not well admit of any other 


kind of argument. If I have applied it wrong, 
the Doctor himſelf may readily excuſe me, 
though I can expect nothing from the public 
but juſt cenſure, and to be condemned at leaſt as 
a bad reaſoner. Thoſe who think the Doctor's 
knowledge in Phyſic is the effect of his prayers, 
that his peculiar notions are indeed ſecrets re- 
vealed from the God of heaven ;- that he is there- 
by enabled to inſtruct us all in things which we 
know not, and to teach all that is neceſſary to 
a right and ſucceſsful practice of Phyſic, in the 
ſpace of four or even eight weeks; that the di- 
vine hleling attends his preſcriptions in an extra- 
ordinary manner, above thoſe of other Phyſici- 
ans; and that the Doctor has no aim at ſecular 
advantage, no view to increaſe his buſineſs, by 
thus ſetting forth his extraordinary e 
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and divine aſſiſtances I ſay," thoſe who believe 
all cheſe things will be ſure to condemn me: 


and, if this ſhould be the general judgment of 
the faculty, I muſt bear the ſhame of their ſen- 
cence againſt me. I ſhall however, even in that 
caſe, have one conſolation left, and that is a con- 
ſciouſneſs of the integrity of my intention in 
writing the letter to Dr Lobb; that my real mo- 
tive Was to ſerve the public, and that if in any 
one inſtance I have miſrepreſented him, it pro- 
ceeded merely from miſtake, not from — 
from a weakneſs in judgment, not from a bad 


heart. Under this ſupport I am able to enjoy 


a calmneſs and ſerenity of mind, even whilſt T 
read the Doctor's threatening of that tremendous 
puniſhment in the next world, which he ſo freely 
denounces againſt me for ridiculing his notions. 
I am fo far from being terrified with any ap- 
prehenſions of puniſhment on this account, that I 
ſhould rather hope for a reward, for endeavour- 
ing to expoſe notions, which appeared to me to 
be errors of very dangerous conſequence to 
mankind. And if the Doctor's religion allows 
him to appropriate the peculiar bleſſings of the 
Almighty to himſelf, and to apply God's 
judgments to others, nay and even to paſs a 
hnal ſentence on thoſe who oppoſe and ridicule 
his; notions, my Religion teaches me pity and 
forgiveneſs, in the room of anger and reſent- 
nne 1941132: | | 

Ihe Doctor's laſt Section is written in a re- 
markable ſtrain of piety. Whatever may be the 
conſequences of our diſpute, he commit his re- 


Putation, and all his concerns, to the care of that 
Food God,” whoſe I am, (lays the Doctor) and 
_ whom I defire to ſerve faithfully to the end of life. 
This I ſhould have no occaſion to take any notice 


of, 


.cereg and their ſentiments are equally honourable 


equally acceptable to him, 
to _ ſo to one another. 
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@& but that the Doctor ſeems to ſet is ple 
*contraſt with What he reckons my profaneneſz, 
that is my deriding one of the Lord's ſervants, 
namely Dr Lobb. Whether I have derided: him 
at ill or not, and in what.manner or on what 
account, our readers will judge: as will 
alſo, whether the Doctor did, or did not deſign, 
by ſuch a concluſion, to procure veneration for 
his piety, and to excite compafſion for being de- 
rided, as well as to caſt a greater odium on his 
antagoniſt. But let not the Doctor conclude, 
that he has more Religion than his neighbours, 
becauſe they are not ſo oſtentatious of it, or do 
not expreſs themſelves about ĩt in his veryiterms. 
Another man may be as pious, may have as juſt 
a ſenſe of his dependance upon and ſubjection 
to his Maker, though he does not introduce his 
Religion into all his writings, or make uſe of 
the Doctor's phraſes about it. True Religion is 
not confined to certain forms, of particular 
modes of ſpeech; but conſiſts in a proper diſ- 
poſition of mind towards the Deity, and to- 
wards our fellow creatures. Wherever this diſ- 
poſition of mind diſcovers itſelf, and is attended 
with. a. ſuitable condu&, let not any one doubt 
of this Religion being genuine, or think, that, 
in order to make it ſo, it is neceſſary to be ex- 
hibired 3 in his own form or words; as it is cer 
tain, that though men may: differ 1 in ſome par- 
ticulars, or expreſs themſelves in a different man- 
ner, about Regions yet if they are equally ſin- 


refore ought 
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to the ſuprems Ruler of all hings „they will be 
and 


